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Mailing Address: 455 East CaLaviras BouLEVARD, MuLprmas, CALIFORNIA 95035-5479 ¢ www.cl.milpiras.ca.gov
Temporary Location; 1210 Great Mall Drive

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
P-EA2003-8

Project Title: Vesting Major Tentative Map (P-MA2003-2) for a 19-lot single-family
residential subdivision,

Project Location: 1405 Kennedy Drive, Milpitas, CA (APN 029-41-024)

Project Description: The proposal is to subdivide a 3.6-acre site into 19 single- -family
residential lots. The site is currently developed as a church, and the project
includes demolition of the existing church building, parking lot and
landscaping. This land subdivision will accommodate the development of
19 single-family detached homes.

Project Proponent: The Riding Group, Attn: Kendall Riding or Tom Quaglia, 99 Almaden
Bivd., Ste. 720, San Jose, CA 95113

The City of Milpitas Planning Division has reviewed the Initial Study/Environmental Impact
Assessment for the above project and based on the information contained in the Environmental
Information Form and the Initial Study/Environmental Impact Assessment, the Planning Division
finds that the project will have no significant impact upon the environment with implementation
of the mitigation measures recommended in the Initial Study/Environmental Impact Assessment.

Copics of the Environmental Information Form and Initial Study/Environmental Impact
Assessment may be obtained at the Milpitas Planning Division, 455 E. Calaveras Boulevard,
Milpitas, CA 95035.
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ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT ASSESSMENT NO: P-EA2003-8

\\ Planning Division 455 E. Calaveras Blvd., Milpitas, CA 95035 (408) 586-3279 /)
Prepared by: Annelise Judd July 10, 2003
date

Title: __Assistant Planner

1. Project title: Vesting Major Tentative Map (P-MA2003-2) for a 19-lot single-family residential subdivision.

2. Lead Agency Name and Address: City of Milpitas, 455 E. Calaveras Blvd., Milpitas, CA 95035

2. Project location: 1405 Kennedy Drive, Milpitas, CA 95035 (APN 29-41-024)

3. Project sponsor's name and address:
The Riding Group, Attn: Kendall Riding or Tom Quadlia, 99 Almaden Bivd., Ste. 720, San Jose, CA 95113

4. General plan designation: Single-family residential low density 5. Zoning: R1-6 (Single-family
residential with 6,000 sq. ft. minimum lot size)

8.  Description of project: (Describe the whole action involved, including but not limited to later phases of the
project, and any secondary, support, or off-site features necessary for its implementation. Attach additional
sheets if necessary.)

The proposal is to subdivide a 3.6-acre site into 19 single-family residential lots with 6,000 square-foot minimum
lot size. The site is currently developed as a church, and the project includes demolition of the existing church
building, parking lot and landscaping. The only discretionary City action required is approval of the major
tentative map describing the 19 proposed lots. This land subdivision will accommodate the development of 19

single-family detached homes, Subseguent construction of homes on the lots will require building permits only:
there is no discretionary City approval required for these, dug to the existing zoning.

7. Surrounding land uses and setting: Briefly describe the project’s surroundings:
The project site is surrounded to the east, west and north by existing single-family homes on 6,000 square-foot
minimum lot sizes. The following land uses exist o the south of the site: a City park {Cardoza Park), duplex
homes, and an elementary school (Willlam Burnett School).

8.  Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation
agreement.)
None.

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact
that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages:

D Aesthetics - D Agriculture Resources D Air Quality
D Biological Resources D Cultural Resources D Geology / Solls
D Hazards & Hazardous Materials D Hydrology / Water Quality D Land Use / Planning
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D Mineral Resources D Noise |:I Population / Housing
D Public Services D Recreation l:l Transportation / Traffic

D Utilities / Service Systems D Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

| find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

}I{ [ find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not

be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the
project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

D I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

D | find that the propesed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant

unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in
an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation
measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

|:| | find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all

potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to
that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

e
Date: 7" / {f ﬁ szdz z(:/g( Q%(,fgc/é/w

Planning Manéger
‘/\s/z g

7 Project Plantm/

A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact” answers that are adequately supported by the
information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. All answers must take account
of the who'e action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as project level, indirect as well as
direct, and construction as well as operational impacts.
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IMPACT

. Less Than
WILL THE PROJECT: Potentlally | Significant | Less Than
Cumulative | Significant With Significant No Source
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
tncorporation
.  AESTHETICS:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a ¢ 2,13,
scenic vista? D D D D M 16,17
b) Substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to trees, rock 213
outcroppings, and historic buildings within D D D D X 16,17
a state scenic highway?
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of the site and its 2,13
surroundings? D D |:| 24 16,17
d) Create a new source of substantial light or
glare which would adversely affect day or 2,13,
nighttime views in the areas? I—_—] D D D @ 16, 17
Il. AGRICULTURE RESQURCES:
In determining whether impacts to
agricultural resources are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may
rafer to the California Agricultural Land
Evaluation and Site Assessment Model
(1997) prepared by the California Dept. of
Conservalion as an optional modal to use in
assessing impacts on agricullure and
farmland. Would the project:
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unigue
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide N 1
Imporance (Farmiand), as shown on the D D ‘:I D M %21 1’3
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmiand L
Mapping and Menitoring Program of the 16,17
California Resources Agency, to non-
agtieultural use?
by Conflict with existing zoning for agricuitural 2,11,
use, or a Williamson Act contract? D D D [:] )x{ 12, 13,
16, 17
c) Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location or N 2
nature, could result in conversion of El Ij [—_—‘ D X 1:21 }’3
Farmland, to non-agricultural use? 16' 17’
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WILL THE PROJECT:

IMPACT

Cumulative

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Source

il

AIR QUALITY:

{Where available, the significance criteria
established by the applicable alr quality
management or air pollution control district
may be relied upon to make the following
determinations). Would the project:

a)

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of
the applicable air quality plan?

L]

]

X

[]

]

9,18

b)

Violate any air quality standard or
contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation?

[]

[l

[]

X

[]

9,18

c)

Result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is non-attainment under
an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard {including releasing
emissions which exceed quantitative
thresholds for ozone precursors)?

X

9,18

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?

L]

[]

[]

[]

1,2,9

Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people?

]

[]

[]

[]

1,2, 18

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES:
Would the projact:

a)

Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications,
on any species identified as a candidale,
sensitive, or special stalus species in |ocal
or regional plans, pelicies, or regulations,
or by the California Department of Fish &
Games or U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service?

1,2,
16, 17

b)

Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, regulations or by the
California Department of Fish & Games or
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service?

1,2,
16, 17

ElA No. P-EA2003-8




WILL THE PROJECT.

IMPACT

Cumulative

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Source

Have a substantial adverse effect on
federally protected wetlands as defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
(including, but not limited to marsh, vernal
pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal,
filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

[]

[]

[]

[]

1,2,
16,17

d)

Interfere substantially with the movement
of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impeda the use of native wildlife nursery

sites?

1,2,
lg, 17

Conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biclogical resources,
such as a tres preservation policy or
ordinance?

1,2,
11, 16,
17

f)

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved [ccal, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

1,2,
1, 16,
17

CULTURAL RESOURCES:
Would the project:

Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as
defined in §15064.57

1,2, 14

b)

Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to §15064.67

1,2, 14

c)

Directly or indirectly destroy a unigue
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

X X| X

1,2, 14

Disturb any human remains, including
those interred outside of formal
cemetaties?

] O Oy

oy oy o

O O OOy O

O Oy oy

X

1,2, 14

. GEOLOGY AND SOILS:

Would the project:

Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

EIA No. P-EA2003-8




IMPACT

. Less Than
WILL THE PROJECT: Potentially Signiticant Less Than
Cumulative Significant With Significant No Source
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporation
i)  Ruplure of a known earthquake fault, as <
delineated on the most recent Alquist- 1,2, 8
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map D D X D D ’
issued by the State Geologist for the area
or based on ather substantial evidence of
a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines
and Geology Special Publication 42.
iy Strong seismic ground shaking?
O| 0| ® | OO0 |
17
i) Selsmic-related ground failure, including
liquetaction? D D & I:l D 1,2, 8,
17
iv) l.andslides?
[ ] ] [] X |2
b) Resultin substantial soil erosion or the
loss of topsoil? D D D D 1,2,8,
17,18
) Be located on a geologic unit or soll that is
unstable, or that would become unstable N4 1.2.8
as a result of the project, and potentially D D M I———' D 11] >
result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or
collapse?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Gode 4 1.2.8
(1994), creating substantial risks to life or D D D X D 7 '
property?
e) Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or N 1.2. 8
alternative waste water disposal systems D D D D I 17
where sewars are not available for the
disposal of waste water?
VIl. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through the routine 1.2.18
transpot, use, or disposal of hazardous D D D D @ 21
materials?
b)  Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through reasonably 4 1.2, 18
foreseeable upset and accident conditions D D D D < T
involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?
¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous materlals,
substances, or waste within one-quarter D D D D |E }’, 23 "
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WILL THE PROJECT:

IMPACT

Cumulative

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Source

mile of an existing or proposed school?

11,12,
17

Be logated on a site which is included on a
list of hazardous materials compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section
86962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the
environment?

L]

[]

]

1,2,
11,12

e)

For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public
use airport, would the project resultin a
safety hazard for people residing or
working In the project area?

1,2,
[1,12,
17

f

For a project within the vicinily of a private
airstrip, would the project result In a safety
hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?

1,2,
11,12

9)

Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emeargency
response plan or emergency evacuation
plan?

1,2,25

Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas
or whete residences are intermixed with
wildlands?

VI

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY:

a)

Violate any water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements?

[]

[]

[]

[]

I, 2,
18,20,
21

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies
or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that thare would be a net
deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of
the local groundwalter table level {e.g., the
production rate of pre-existing nearby wells
would drop to a level which would not
support existing land uses or planned uses
for which permits have been granted?

[

L2,
17,18

c)

Substantially aller the existing drainage
pallern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, in a manner which would
result in substantial erosion or situation on-
or ofi-site?

1,2,
16, 17,
18
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IMPACT

. Less Than
WILL THE PROJECT: Potentially Significant Less Than
Cumulative | Significant With Significant No Source
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporation
d) Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including N 1,2,
through the alteration of the course of a D D |:| |:| X 16. 18
stream o river, or substantially increase ( 9’ !
the rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner which would result in flooding on-
or off-site?
e) Create or contribute runotf water which -
would exceed the capacity of existing or L2
planned storm water drainage systems or D D D M D 1’7 ’18
provide substantial additional sources of i
polluted runoff as it relates to C3
regulations for development?
f) Othefmise substantially degrade water
T O R (O FEA
g) Place housing within a 100-year flood
hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood 1.2.1
Hazard Boundary or Flood insurance Rate D D D D g 219
Map or other flood hazard delineation
map?
h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area
structures which would impede or redirect NG
flood flows? D D D X b2 1
iy Expose people or structuresto a
significant risk of loss, injury or death N 1.2
involving flooding, including flooding as a D D D D X 1117
result of the failure of a levee or dam? | 9' ’
i} Inundation by selche, tsunami, or
A < R
IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING:
a) Physically divide an established
O o0 0| R |
11, 12,
16, 17

EIA No. P-EA2003-8




IMPACT

. Less Than
WILL THE PROJECT: Potentially Significant Less Than
Cumulative | Significant With Significant No Source
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
tncorporation
by Conflict with any applicable land use plan, |:| o
policy, or regutation of an agency with 1,2,
jurisdiction over the project (including, but D D |:| M 1L 12
not limited to the general plan, specific *
plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect?
¢} Conflict with any applicable habitat -
conservation plan or natural community } 1,2,
conservation plan? D D D |:| A 11,17
X. MINERAL RESOURCES:
a) Resultin the loss of availability of a known
mineral resaurce that would be of value to 1,2, 11
the region and the residents of the state? D D |:| D [E
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally- -
important mineral resource recovery site 1,2, 11
delineated on a local general plan, specific D D I':I D M
plan or other land use plan?
Xl. NOISE:
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of
noise levels in excess of standards 1,2,
established in the local general plan or D D & D I:] 11. 26
noise ordinance, or applicable standards !
of other agencies?
b) Exposure of persons to or generation of —
excessive groundborne vibration or 1,2,
groundborne noise levels? [l M |:I 11. 18
¢) A substantial permanent increase in
ambiant noise lavels in the project vicinity 1,2,
above levels existing without the project? D D |:| & 16. 17
18
d) A substantial temporary or pericdic
increase in ambient noise levels in the 1,2,
project vicinity above levels existing D D & |:| D 16. 17
without the project? 18! 26,

ElA No. P-EA2003-8




IMPACT

. Less Than
WILL THE PROJECT: Potentially Significant Less Than
Cumulative | Signlificant \(Vith Significant No Source
Impact Mitigation Impact impact
Incorporation
@) For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, whera such a plan has not 1,2,
been adopled, within two miles of a public D D D D & 1L 12
airport or public use airport, would the 17’ ?
projoct expose paople residing or working
in the project area to excessive noise
levels?
fy  For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project axpose people 1,2,
residing or working in the project area to D [:l D [:I X] 1112
excessive noise levels? '
XIl. POPULATION AND HOUSING:
a) Induce substantial population growth in an
area, either directly (for example, by 1,2,
proposing new homes and businesses) or D D [:I lX' |:| 11. 12
indirectly (for example, through extension ?
of roads or other infrastructure)?
b} Displace substantial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of 1.2
replacement housing elsewhere? [:I D D D lx l,l 12
16, 17
c) Displace substantial numbers of peopla,
necessitating the construction of 1.2
replacement housing elsswhere? [:I D D |:| & l,l '12
16, 17
XUl PUBLIC SERVICES:
a) Would the project result in substantial -
adverse physical impacts associated with 1,2,
the provision of new or physically altered D D D M D 18. 25

governmentat facilities, need for new or
physically altered government facilities, the
construction of which could cause
significant envirenmental impacts, in order
to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance
objectives for any of the public services:

Fire protection?
Police protection?
Schools?

Parks?

Other public facilities?

XIV. RECREATION:

10
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WILL THE PROJECT:

IMPACT

Cumulative

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Source

a)

Would the project increase the use of
existing neighborhood and regional parks
or other recreational facilities such that
substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated?

[]

[]

[]

X

1,2,
11, 12,
17, 18,

Does the project include recreational
facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which
might have been an adverse physical
effect on the environment?

1,2, 18

XV,

TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC:
Would the project:

a)

Cause an increase in traffic which is
substantial in relation to the existing traffic
load and capacity of the street system (i.e.,
result in a substantial Increase in either the
number of vehicle trips, the volume to
capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at
intersections)?

1,2,27

b)

Exceed, either individually or cumulatively,
a level of service standard established by
the county congestion management
agency for designated roads or highways?

1,2,27

c)

Result in a change in air traffic patterns,
including either an increase in traffic levels
or a change in location that results in
substantial safety risks?

1,2,
I, 12,
17

Substantially increase hazards due to a
design feature {e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible
uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

1,2

Resuit in inadequate emergency access?

]

[]

[]

[

1,2,25

f)

Result in inadequate parking capacily?

L]

L]

]

[]

1,2,12

11
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WILL THE PROJECT:

IMPACT

Cumulative

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Source
Impact

9)

Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs supporting alternative
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle
racks)?

L]

o

L]

[

1,2

XVI.UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS:

Would the project:

Exceed wastewater treatment
requirements of the applicable Reglonal
Water Quality Control Board?

1,2,21

Require or result in the construction aof new
water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

1,2,
20,21

Require or result in the construction of new
storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

1,2,
18,22

d}

Have sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project from existing entitiements
and resources, or are new or expanded
entittements needed?

1,2,20

e)

Result in a determination by the
wastewater treatment provider which
serves or may serve the project that it has
adequate capacity to serve the project’s
projected demand in addition to the
provider's existing commitments?

1,2,21

f)

B served by a landfill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the
project’s solid waste disposal needs?

1,2,
11,18

g)

Comply with federal, state, and local
statutes and regulations related to solid
wasle?

1.2,
11,18

12
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IMPACT

. Lass Than
WILL THE PROJECT: Potentially Significant Less Than
Cumulative | Significant With Signiticant No Source
impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporation

XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFICANCE:

a) Does the project have the potential to
degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or D D D D g 1'12'1 4
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife v
population to drop below self-sustaining . 16, 17,
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or 18
animal community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal or eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California
history or pre-history?

b) Does the project have impacts that are -
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively D D X |———| L——-I i:iz‘LS
congiderable" means that the incremental 5 e
effects of & project are considerahle when 7
viewed in connection with the effects of
past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future
projects)?

¢) Does the project have environmental

effects which will cause substantial D D }x{ |:] D 1,2,8,
8

adverse effects on human heings, either
directly or indirectly?

13 EIA No. P-EA2003-8
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
SOURCE KEY

Environmental Information Form submitted by applicant
Project plans

Site Specific Geologic Report submitied by applicant
Traffic Impact Analysis submitted by applicant
Acoustical Report submitted by applicant
Archaeological Reconnaissance Report submitted by applicant
Other EIA or EIR (appropriate excerpts attached)
Alquist-Priolo Special Studies Zones Maps

BAAQMD Guidelines for Assessing Impacts of Projects and Plans
Santa Clara Valley Water District

Milpitas General Plan Map and Text

Milpitas Midtown Specific Plan Map and Text

Zoning Ordinance and Map

Aerial Photos

Register of Cultural Resources in Milpitas

Inventory of Potential Cultural Resources in Milpitas
Field Inspection

Planner’s Knowledge of Arca

Experience with other project of this size and nature
Flood Insurance Rate Map, September 1998

June 1994 Water Master Plan

June 1994 Sewer Master Plan

July 2001, Storm Master Plan

City of Milpitas Bikeway Master Plan

City of Milpitas Trails Master Plan

City of Milpitas Fire Dept.

City of Milpitas Noise Ordinance

Project’s Traffic Study, dated June 18, 2003

14
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT NO. P-EA2003-8
19-Lot Single-Family Residential Subdivision at 1405 Kennedy Drive (P-MA2003-2)

Proposed Project:

The proposal is to subdivide a 3.6-acre site into 19 single-family residential lots, with 6,000 square-foot
minimum lot size, and construct a public street with cul-de-sac to serve the new lots. The new cul-de-sac
street would access Kennedy Drive, lining up with Fanyon Street, an existing street which currently dead-
ends at Kennedy Drive. Approximately 2.6 acres of the site are currently developed as a church (with the
remaining one acre undeveloped), and the project includes demolition of the existing church building,
parking lot and landscaping,

The existing General Plan and zoning designations for the project site are for single-family residential land
use, and the proposed project is consistent with the lot size and development standards associated with this
district. This land subdivision will accommodate the development of 19 single-family detached homes. The
only discretionary City action required is approval of the major tentative map describing the 19 proposed
lots. Subsequent construction of homes on the lots will require building permits only; there is no
discretionary City approval required for these, due to the existing zoning.

EXPI.ANATION OF IMPACTS

Response to Questions I a-d (Aesthetics):

No negative aesthetic impacts are anticipated because the resulting subdivision and single-family homes
will be of the same density as the surrounding homes to the north, east and west. Future homes would be
single- and two-story structures, developed in compliance with the development standards (yard setbacks,
building height, front yard coverage) of the R1-6 zoning district in which the site and surrounding parcels to
the north, east and west are located. The proposed lot layout includes orienting the four proposed lots along
Kennedy Drive in the same manner as the existing residential parcels to the east and west of the project site,
resulting in a consistent streetscape view (front yards, fronts of homes) as that existing,.

The project will not generate substantial light or glare. Lighting from the project will be consistent with
lighting associated with existing development in the vicinity.

Response to Questions III a-d (Air Quality) and XVII b (Cumulative Impacts):

The proposed project is not anticipated to violate any ambient air quality standards or to contribute
substantially to an existing air quality violation, Anticipated air quality impacts involve air emissions
associated with automobile use by future residents of 19 single-family homes.

Air quality impacts associated with the construction period are anticipated to consist of airborne dust
particles as earthwork commences. This stray dust has the potential for nuisance and could be considered
significant on a temporary and localized basis. Implementation of the mitigation measures listed below will
reduce this air quality impact to a non-significant level.
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Mitigation Measure

During all construction activities on-site, the project applicant/developer shall adhere to the following Best
Management Practices as suggested by BAAQMD:

1. Watering all active construction areas twice daily and more often during windy periods. Active
areas adjacent to existing land uses shall be kept damp at all times, or shall be treared with non-
toxic stabilizers or dust palliatives.;

2. Cover all trucks hauling soil, sand and other loose materials or require all trucks to maintain at
least a 2 feet freeboard level within their truck beds;

3. Pave, apply water three times daily, or apply (non-toxic) soil stabilizers on all unpaved access roads,
parking areas and staging areas at construction sites.

4. Sweep daily (with water sweepers) all paved access roads, parking areas and staging areas at
construction sites,;

Sweep streets daily with water sweeper if visible soil material is carried onto adjacent public streets;

Hydroseed or apply (non-toxic) soil stabilizers to inactive construction areas (previously graded
areas inactive for 10 days or more);

7. Enclose, cover, water twice daily or apply non-toxic soil binders to exposed stockpiles (dirt, sand,
etc.);

8. Limit traffic speeds on unpaved areas to 15 mph;
9. Install sandbags or other erosion control measures to prevent silt runoff to public roadways;
10. Plant vegetation in disturbed areas as quickly as possible;

11. Suspend excavation and grading (all earthimoving or other dust-producing activities) or equipment
during periods of high winds when watering cannot eliminate visible dust plumes.

Response to Questions IV a-f (Biological Resources):

The project site is currently developed with a church, parking lot and landscaping, and is located within an
area of the City that is developed with residences, a park and an elementary school. As such, it is not
suitable for habitat or foraging for the Western Burrowing Owl, which is designated by the California
Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) as a Species of Special Concern, and no significant adverse impacts
to plant or animal life are anticipated to result from the project.

Response to Questions VI a-e (Geology and Soils) and X VII ¢ (Adverse Effects):

Because of its location within the San Francisco Bay Area, the project site is subject to secondary seismic
hazards resulting from Bay Area earthquakes. The potential secondary effects include damage relating to
ground failure due to liquefaction and structural damage due to vibrations. The City’s building permit
process requires a site-specific soils report and compliance with seismic safety construction standards. In
addition, the following mitigation measure is recommended, in accordance with Stale requirements, to
ensure that this impact ts considered to be insignificant:

Mitigation Measure

1. Prior to building permit issuance, the applicant shall submit to the City’s Building Division a
design-level geotechnical investigation for the project, 1o address the potential geologic hazards
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identified in the Initial Study on the site. Potential impacts resulting from liquefaction-induced
settlements and lateral spreading shall be mitigated by following the recommendations of the design-
level geotechnical investigation. Structures and foundations shall be designed based upon the
results of a detailed analysis of liquefaction potential on the building site. The project building and
structures shall be designed and constructed in conformance with the requirements of the Uniform
Building Code guidelines for Seismic Zone 4 to avoid or minimize potential damage from seismic
shaking on the site.

The project site includes expansive soil, which is addressed by existing building codes for structures and
paving. The building code requirements will be enforced for this project as part of the City’s building
permit review and construction inspection processes. As a result, project construction and occupation will
incur no significant impacts regarding expansive soils.

Response to Questions VIII a-j (Hydrology and Water Quality):

The project will ultimately result in the development of a standard public street/cul-de-sac and 19 single-
family residences, with associated impervious surfaces such as buildings, paved driveways and patios.
These impervious surfaces generate runoff while preventing stormwater from seeping into the ground.
Stormwater runoff carries silt and pollutants into the storm drain system and ultimately the San Francisco
Bay, negatively impacting the water quality of streams and the Bay,

Staff recommends the following mitigation measures for future residential construction to minimize the
amount of runoff from the project site:

Mitigation Measures
1. Rainwater gutters/downspouts shall be directed to landscaped areas.
2. Front yard landscaping shall be installed prior to final building inspectionfoccupancy.

More stringent measures are not recommended because of the following: (1) the formal C.3 provisions of
the City’s National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit, relating to urban runoff, are
not applicable to this project; and (2) the impervious surfaces associated with the ultimate project build-out
are anticipated to be less than those currently existing with the church development (44% anticipated, as
compared to approximately 64% existing).

Response to Questions IX a-c (Land Use and Planning}):

The project site is currently designated for Single-Family Low Density Residential land use, while the
current zoning is R1-6 (Single-Family Residential). The proposed project is consistent with the existing
General Plan and zoning designations for the site, and no General Plan amendment or zone change is
requested as part of this project.

Response to Questions XI a-d (Noise):

Project construction noise may create a temporary adverse impact to surrounding residential land uses.
Therefore, the following mitigation measures is recommended:
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Mitigation Measure

1. Project grading and construction activities shall not occur outside the hours of 7:00 AM to 7:.00 PM
on weekdays and weekends, and shall not occur on the following holidays: New Year's Day,
Memorial Day, Independence Day, Labor Day, Thanksgiving Day and Christmas Day, as per the
City of Milpitas Noise Ordinance.

Response to Question XII a (Population and Housing):

The project will increase population growth by about 73 persons by adding 19 homes to the residential
housing stock (19 homes X 3.87 persons per household). This is not considered to be a significant impact. It
is also not an unanticipated increase, since the project site is already planned and zoned for single-family
residential use.

Response to Question XIII a (Public Services):

The project is not anticipated to create any adverse impacts regarding fire or police protection, schools or
parks provision. The street and cul-de-sac will be designed to provide adequate emergency access for police
and fire responses. The Milpitas Unified School District has been notified of the proposed subdivision, and
will collect school impact fees at the time of building permit issuance for the homes, The project proponent
will also pay a park dedication in-lieu fee according to the City’s Subdivision Ordinance, such fee to
contribute towards future park improvements within the City.

Response to Question IV a (Recreation):

Future residents will use ncarby parks for recreational purposes. However, the number of new residents
involved (73) is not anticipated to create significant deterioration of parks and recreational facilities. In
addition, the project proponent will be required to pay a park dedication in-lieu fee according to the City’s
Subdivision Ordinance, such fee to contribute towards future park improvements within the City.

Response to Questions XV a-g (Transportation/Traffic) and XVII b (Cumulative Impacts):

The City’s Principal Transportation Planner has reviewed a Traffic Study, performed by Hexagon
Transportation Consultants, Inc., for the project. The traffic study addressed three intersections—
Kennedy/N, Park Victoria Drives, Kennedy Drive/Fanyon Street, and Kennedy Drive/Evans Road—and
concluded that the project would not create any level of service impacts under the City’s level of service
standards. The three study intersections would continue to operate at acceptable levels of service with the
addition of project traffic. The traffic study included an analysis of traffic signal warrants for the
intersection of N, Park Victoria and Kennedy Drives, and concluded that a traffic signal is not warranted
under existing or future traffic conditions, including the addition of project traffic.

No traffic-related mitigation measures are necessary or recommended.
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File Date:

ENVIRONMENTAL
INFORMATION FORM

kk Planning Division 455 E. Calavaras Blvd., Milpitas, CA 95035 (408) 586-3279

This form is to be completed by the applicant and submitted to the Planning Division with a 850 filing fee.

The California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as amended, requires public agencies to evaluate public and
private projects to determine their potential impact on the environment.

This form is intended to provide guidance for both you, the applicant, and City officials in assessing a proposed
project to determine whether it may or may not have a significant impact on the environment.

If, based upon the information provided below, the City makes a determination that your project may have a
significant impact on the environment, you will be required to prepare either additional information or an
Environmental Impact Report as provided by State law and the City of Milpitas Environmental Impact
Assessment requirements.

Detailed information regarding the environmental impact assessment procedure is also available.

GENERAL INFORMATION

{. Name and address of developer or project sponsor: Tl Kudone, /‘WW- PR
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3. Name, address and telephone number of person to be contacted concerning this project:
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those required by City, regional, state and federal agencies: |\ otz e o P F1 e
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6. Existing zoning district: 7< — | - (¢

Present use of site: ( 1 [.u L c‘i[./\
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7. Proposed use of site (Project for which this form is filed): lq “~ ;’\C’:\)k‘c“ —6u/\/\ \ l LA

Wowes

8. Sitesize: . LQL{’ ACVES

9. Square footage:_ 1151

IQ.
11.
12,
13.
14.

15.

10.

17.

18.

Number of floors of construction: “ {51

Amount of off-street parking provided: “THHT~>

Attach plans.

Proposed Schcduling: \V\}:‘*-"\C\.- A ﬂl&u( Yald el S \L,‘ [r;r_ (e \TK.L_\ ¢ c( Lo ) V™
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Associated projects:

—

Anticipated incremental development:

If residential, include the number of units, schedule of unit sizes, range of sale prices or rents and type of
household and household size expected: - R R R A S A S S S W M
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If commercial, indicate the type, whether neighborhood, city or regionally oriented, square footage of sales

area, and loading facilities:  ~—

If industrial, indicate type, estimated employment per shift and loading facilities:
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19. Ifinstitutional, indicate the major function, estimated employment per shift, estimated occupancy, loading
facilities and community benefits to be derived from the project: _ —

20. If the project involves a variance, conditional use or rezoning application, state this and indicate clearly why

the application is required:

B

Are the following items applicable to the project or its effects? Discuss below all items checked yes (attach
additional sheets as necessary).

YES

NO |
-

21.

22.

23,

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29,

30.

31

32,

Change existing features of any bays, tidelands, beaches, lakes, or hills, or
substantial alteration of ground contours.

Change in scenic views or vistas from existing residential areas or public lands
or roads.

Change in pattern, scale or character of general area of project.
Significant amount of solid waste or litter.
Change in dust, ash, smoke, fumes or odors in vicinity.

Change in ocean, bay, lake, steam or ground water quality or quantity or
alteration of existing drainage patterns.

Change in existing noise or vibration levels in the vicinity.
Site on filled land or on slope of 10 percent or more.

Use or disposal of potentially hazardous materials, such as toxic substance,
flammables or explosives.

Change in demand for municipal services (police, fire, water, scwage, ete.)

Tncreased fossil fuel consumption {electricity, oil, natural gas, etc.)

Relationship to a larger project or series of projects.



E.LF. No, [ﬁ ~ER 20035

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

34, Describe the project site as it exists before the project, including information on topography, soil stability,
plants and animals, and any cultural, historical or scenic aspects. Describe any existing structures on the
site, and the use of the structures. Attach photographs of the site. Snapshots or Polaroid photos will be
acceptable.

35 Describe the surrounding properties, including information on plants and animals and any cultural, historical
or scenic aspects. Indicate the type of land use (residential, commercial, etc.), intensity of land use (one-
family, apartment houses, shops, department stores, etc.), and scale of development (height, frontage,
setback, rear yard, etc.). Attach photographs of the vicinity. Snapshots or Polaroid photos will be
acceptable. ‘

CERTIFICATION: I hereby certify that the statements furnished above and in the attached exhibits present the

data and information required for this initial evaluation to the best of my ability, and that the facts, statements and
information presented are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

' P AU PR
Date; _“// / S -*ﬁ‘f:ffan/(;/i/ A
t E / (Signature) \ )

For:




LA

Tk

Ay
h wr'a'.gl:&i'}[lm"
o

o

NTYOI 1T Ty




>




it \.‘.INT“NU(KI BT EC I Ill‘l‘ﬂl!lll.
Scale 1:6999




i LEGEND:
e o - P e e Erew _
: ! E i EETG .z
' ; S 5
; ] . N ! At
—_— =
A CONTACTS RS —
SECTION A-4 SECTION B-B AL 5 .
s STEMEL WAY e b P o s — o ===
= GRS o T LATITH (4T 54875, g- -
A DTAH SORPORRTIDN AHD TE
N 4 S n :
l ! - —r— — i
st —
MEISNER HALL RAMIL LEE MELAMPY | CHEUNG HONG ' e + 0
i 1 o A
@
o ol d ' ‘§ e
ae | 2 Mo o rep B " 2x
1 ’ 5
3 FAUBERT L
i & L - g
x P iy =y [ cem e o
| P 586 19 y B i, ta 0%
BROWN 1 —— Pg ! B AT
e o T, \ APPLERY | + o .
| s’ = ) 5 DS LT Faae]
c < o oy A § werEn U SPaaf AT RESDONTAL
7 [ b, & Al COvTHs RatedS, PAVDENT LTLITES #O TS
§ pens &-} 1 11 \ WK BOMEART T0 B FOINVD
x uls ‘ :
DUAS ! ! el o B SHANKEA T mmmsmpTm o
- i A {'o / // L3 on, 53
q I3 g DML PO CIWPLLD Firost RECORD:
Ay V] o e 27 S — FoNeE b o
i kD A B 3 ﬂ‘;\"‘? - N'u m; 1“ .J:ﬂ_-‘..vml mggs,\l L wwMOTEE smo T AE
l ANSART Pl P33 wl i 1 PEE1 e :'q"q ! S I 10, STETT TREFS SAALL BE PROVEES AS REQURID BT #e OTY
i B o e "hpe  TRACT 5239 ' EXSTRG FENGE
TRACT 5104 X X i a5l 356 P 1) ASTAMBGWAL 1 DG STol wOTE DIRH TATMEKTS R B AMOOE
L (4|3 FM 35) E' 1 l 1 s i 96 - \ — - KR AFEEt 2 BEwtrasdbl OTY OF WAPTIAS DAL CHISLED CROSS O
\ 4 s 1 Z'!. 1 j 1. 1} bl nmmum:ngszumms
y 3 P53 % 1—‘;1;' 1 . e ! R __ SECTIONGL FATON 51 /o) KIWHEDY DR ncam
i GALINIS g ! . [“ S ﬂl, P52 \\:\ \ mmGil:UM’\ \ wTaEAE 1 AL ST R T Sl W) B A STECE
& e | j—
\ T : * RSN
!
| LA wee QAL * PR o e
_"#j I ! XPENIEE LW ’t’)‘_&l“_i - M KL WALLS WL BC PRTVRTE FACLINCS W TARED BY HOMECWHER
PRADA COURT L = -

HEWRT

e -

poer

KENNEDY DRVE

LS I NDE
WAL OfY oF kenTaS
TR Ofr OF i ATS

S & DECEE Pal
TRDON SR

CABLE T ATEF 2RDAND
SHELT IS OTT &F WP

EASTHENT "Wz PUBLIC STRWCE URJTY [KSEMTKE

VESTING

(LIRS T

AND PRELIMINARY GRADING PLAN

DESCRIFTHM
LOT Kwark

Al REVARGN

PROPERTY LME.

SATATY TN 3
SAMTAKY SEPER KA :
TR DRAM FPE ST
IR SRAN BOHOE 55 2
Come LT b= g

E4
WATER MAM

VICINITY MAP
AECTRLER
WG 10 BCKLE

SPUT QAT
L o

T (3 O ROKMTY

PUNIC SEWCES &

ATEY PR ROy

TENTATIVE MAP

1405 KENNEDY DRIVE

CITY OF MILPITAS

[ A

SANTACLARA COUNTY CALIFORNIA

12 BT

£1 == DN MIRAIELR

nL = " pr—
i s v 1S4 1 WILLAM BURNETT SCHOOL R R ol Tt R 1
R I EEQ 1‘! MILPITAS SCHODL DSTRICT S e mme S a8, SMEta  owuar e .l

eyt




LOT  AREA(SE) ' 3 " o ’f T }

1 7,500 ) \' [ ] .20 s

2 6,000 1 ms

3 6,000 | #__:‘_ﬁ_;-ﬁr— Mf _J i
4 6,000 \JV# — ;]~ - I 31* —— |
5 8,000

[ 6,000 \ 9 = B —‘ .’
7 6,000 ] [ 16 J A
8 9,400 :
9 6,700 ] \‘ ﬂ__l ] l e 1
0 8,400 L oot /
1% s.;oa | _[ =
12 6,000 ‘ ~ 1
13 6,000 — T e ‘l T —| ‘—- 1 |
14 6,000 | | |
15 8,800 ’\ 17 I8 19 |
16 9,000 \ 1 }l'
17 6,500 !
18 6,000 H f - L J - J
19 6,000 o N — 1l

[ e s—g - el e i 1=
KENNEDY DRIVE
SETBACK EXHIBIT

ZONING: R1-6 R -
“B¥ese 1405 KENNEDY DRIVE
2. REAR SETBACK: 25 FEET L/ A

3 SIDE YARD ~ADJACENT TO THE GARAGE A CITY OF MILPITAS  SANTA CLARA COUNTY CALIFORNIA
MINIVUM OF SIX (8) FEET AND THE TOTAL

OF BOTH SIDE YARDS THIRTEEW (13) FEET.

4. CORNER SIDE YARD: 10 FEET = Carlson, Barbee ) R
ﬁ & Gibson, Inc.
NOTLS: HITV I TTiY L ERGHECRS BIvYETOns Lukens 1

T DRIVEWAY LOCATIONS ARE BRELIMINARY

263 CAMING FAMON GATE 100 TEL fu72) 8000572
SAH AV, CALIFORNU, 158} FAX {B25) e ANTS

o 1 SHETS

6 \1ZOINACAINEXIBITS\SE TBACK



MEMORANDUM

Department of Planning, Recreation & Neighborhood Services

L»,..A_ § ‘
: CALIFORNIA
HOORFDRATED
JANUARY 24, 1954

To: Amnelise Judd, Planning

Through:

From: Janice Nadal, Transportation Planning

cc: Joe Oliva, Transportation Planning

Subject: Traffic Study for a Proposed Residential Development on Kennedy Drive
Date: July 1, 2003

Annclise,

Transportation Staff has reviewed and found the proposed Residential Development on Kennedy
Drive Traffic Study to bc acceptable.

Staff is in agreement there would be no significant level of service impacts to the adjacent
interscetions nor are traffic mitigation measures nccessary.

If you have any questions, feel free to contact me at x3291 or Joc Oliva at x3290.

Thank you O/{W
S T ONA L
)]

i

J'Lz}nicc Nadal
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Hrxagon TRaNSPORTATION CONSULTANTS, INC.

MEMORANDUM R Ee £y y
TO: Kendall Riding, The Riding Group JUN 2 y E@
200
FROM: John Dillon P&,{,"OFM,,_ J
N, P
. NG pjiyaAs
DATE: June 18, 2003 (o))

SUBJECT: Traffic Study for a Proposed Residential Development on Kennedy Drive in the City
of Milpitas

Hexagon Transportation Consultants, Inc., has completed the traffic study for your proposed
residential development project in Milpitas, California. The project site is located on the north side of
Kennedy Drive at Fanyon Street (see Figure 1). The planned development would consist of 19 single
family detached dwelling units. A new street to be constructed opposite Fanyon Street would provide
access to the homes (see Figure 2). This memorandum presents the results of the traffic study.

Scope of Study

The purpose of this traffic study was to determine whether the proposed residential project would
result in any significant traffic impacts on the adjoining street network. The impacts of the project

were evalnated following the standards and methodologies set forth by the City of Milpitas. The traffic
analysis is based on AM and PM peak-hour levels of service for unsignalized intersections. The City of
Milpitas reqested that the traffic study focus on three study intersections, as described below.

Study Intersections

« Kennedy Drive and North Park Victoria Drive
¢ Kennedy Drive and Fanyon Street
s Kennedy Drive and Evans Road

Traffic conditions at the three study intersections were analyzed for the weekday AM and PM peak
hours of traffic. The AM peak hour of traffic is generally between 7:00 and 9:00 AM, and the PM peak
hour is typically between 4:00 and 6:00 PM. It is during these periods that the most congested traffic
conditions occur on an average day. Traffic conditions were evaluated for the following scenarios:

Scenario 1:  Existing Conditions. Existing traffic volumes were obtained from recent manual
turning-movement counts, The existing lane configurations at the study intersections
were confirmed by observations in the field.

Scenario 2 Background Conditions. Background traffic volumes include trips from approved
and planned developments that have not yet been constructed and occupied. The
intersection lane configurations under background conditions are assumed to be the
same as described under existing conditions.

Scenario 3 Project Conditions. Future traffic volumes with the project were cstimated by adding
to background traffic volumes the additional trips generated by the project.

40 South Market Street, Suite 600 * San Jose, Caolifornia 95113
phone 408.971.6100 = fax 408.971.6102 » www.hextrans.com
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Analysis Methodologies and Level of Service Standards

Traffic conditions at the study intersections were evaluated using level of service (LOS). Level of
Service is a qualitative description of operating conditions ranging from LOS A, or free-flow
conditions with little or no delay, to LOS F, or jammed conditions with excessive delays (see Table 1).

Level of service was calculated using the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 2000 methodology for
unsignalized intersections. The HCM methodology evaluates level of service in terms of stopped delay
per vehicle on each intersection approach.

Because the proposed subdivision would generate substantially less than 100 peak hour vehicle trips, it
falls below the threshhold for CMP and/or freeway level of service analysis.

Environmental Setting and Transportation Facilities

The proposed residential development is located to the north of Kennedy Drive, opposite Fanyon
Street in the City of Milpitas. The area around the project site is characterized by single and multi-
family resdiential uses, the William Burnett Elementary School, and a church. Cardoza Park, a major
public recreation facility is located on Kennedy Drive, west of the project site.

Kennedy Drive is a two-lane residential collector street that provides access between the residential
neighborhood and North Park Victoria Drive.

North Park Victoria Drive is a four lane north-south minor arterial roadway that connects residential
developments to the east of Interstate 680 with the freeway via the Calaveras Boulevard interchange.
North Park Victoria Drive is constructed to a four-lane cross-section without left-turn lanes at most
intersections. North Park Victoria Drive intersects Kennedy Drive approximately one-quarter mile
west of the proposed residential subdivision. The intersection of North Park Victoria Drive and
Kennedy Drive is controlled by four-way stop signs.

Fanyon Street is a two-lane north-south residential street that provides access to residential areas and
to William Burnett Elementary School. Fanyon Street extends south from Kennedy Drive, opposite the
access point for the proposed residential subdivision. Fanyon Street does not currently extend north of

Kennedy Drive. The intersection of Fanyon Street and Kennedy Drive is controlled by a stop sign on
northbound Fanyon Street.

Evans Road is a two-lane north-south minor arterial street that intersects Kennedy Drive
approximately one-half mile east of the proposed residential subdivision. Evans Road becomes Jacklin
Road to the west of North Park Victoria Drive. Access to Interstate 680 is provided by an interchange
at Jacklin Road. The intersectin of Evans Road and Kennedy Drive is controlled by a stop sign on
eastbound Kennedy Drive. East of Evans Road, Kennedy Drive becomes Old Calaveras Road.

Public Transit Service in the vicinity of the proposed residential development is provided by the
Valley Transportation Authority’s Route 71, which runs on Park Victoria Drive. Route 71 provides
service to a nearby high school and two junior high schools.
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Table 1
Intersection Level of Service Definitions Based on Delay
Average
Total Delay
Level of Per Vehicle
Service Description {Sec.)
A Operations with very low delay occurring with favorable progression. Less than 10.0
B Operations with low defay occurrfng with good progression 10.11t0 15.0
C Operations with average delays resulting from fair progression. 15.1 10 25.0
D Operations with longer delays due to a combination of unfavorable 25.110 35.0
progression or high V/C ratios.
E Operations with high delay values indicating poor progression 35.1 10 50.0
and high V/C ratios. This is considered to be the limit of
acceptable delay.
F Operation with delays unacceptable to most drivers occurring due Greater than 50.0

to oversaturation and poor progression.

Source: Transportation Research Board, Highway Capacity Manual (2000).

Existing Intersection Levels of Service

Peak hour traffic counts at the study intersections were conducted in May, 2003 (see Figure 3). The
results of the intersection level of service analysis under existing conditions are summarized in Table
2. The anlysis of existing traffic conditions indicates that all of the study intersections are currently
operating at acceptable levels of service in both the AM and PM peak hours. All approaches to the
three unsignalized study intersections are operating at LOS B or better, indicative of good operating
conditions and acceptable levels of stopped vehicle delay.
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Table 2

Existing Intersection Levels of Service
Peak Count Ave,

Intersection Hour Date Delay LOS

North Park Victoria and Kennedy Drive AM 5/27/2003 10.4 B
M 5/27/2003 9.4 A

Fanyon Street and Kennedy Drive AM 6/28/2003 1.8 B
PM 5/28/2003 9.2 A

Evans Road and Kennedy Drive AM 5/29/2003 12.1 B
PM 5/29/2003 10.7 B

Background Intersection Levels of Service

The proposed residential development is located in an area that is almost fully developed, and there are
no significant new approved but unbuilt developments pending. Therefore, no significant additions to
existing traffic volumes are anticipated as a consequence of nearby developments, However, the City
of Milpitas is considering an expansion of activities at Cardoza Park, which is located on Kennedy
Drive, west of the proposed residential subdivision. Traffic growth attributable to this expansion of

park recreation activities was provided by the City of Milpitas, and is included in the analysis of
background conditions.

Similarly, no significant changes to the surrounding street network are anticipated at this time, and the
analysis of background traffic conditions assumes that the streets, interscctions and traffic contgol
devices remain as they currently exist.

Background traffic volumes at the three study intersections are shown in Figure 4, The results of the
intersection level of service analysis under background conditions are summarized in Table 3. The
analysis of background traffic conditions indicates that all approaches to the three study intersections

will continue to operate at acceptable 1.OS during the AM and PM peak hours. All approaches to the
study intersections remain at LOS B or better.
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Table 3
Background (Existing plus Approved) Intersection Levels of Service
Existing Background
Peak Count Ave, Ave.
Intgrsection Hour Date Delay LOS Delay LO3
Nerih Park Victoria and Kennedy Drive AM  5/27/2003 10.4 B 11.3 B
PM  5/27/2003 9.4 A 10.4 B
Fanyon Street and Kennedy Drive AM  5/28/2003 11.8 B 11.9 B
PM 5/28/2003 8.2 A 9.9 A
Evans Boad and Kennedy Drive AM  5/29/20083 1241 B 13.1 B
PM 5/29/2003 107 B 11.4 B

Project Trip Generation

Based on direction from the City of Milpitas, the trip generation potential of the proposed subdivision
was estimated using the “Brief Guide of Vehicular Traffic Generation Rates for the San Diego
Region”, prepared by the San Diego Association of Governments. These trip generation rates are based
on observations of actual uses in the San Diego area. The trip generation rates are presented in Table 4.
The project is a residential subdivision consisting of nineteen (19) single-family detached dwelling
units.

Table 4
Project Trip Generation
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Dally  Daily Peak-Hour Peak-Hour
Land Use Size Rate'  Trips  Rate' In  Out Total Rate' In  Cut_ Total
Single Family Dwelling Units 19 du 10.00 190 0.90 4 13 17 1.00 13 6 19

1 Per dwelling unit,
Source: "Brief Guide of Vehicular Traffic Generation Rates for the San Diege Region”,

Applying these trip generation rates to the proposed 19-unit residential subdivision yields an estimate
of 190 daily trips, with 17 trips occurring in the AM Peak Hour and 19 trips in the PM peak hour.

Project Trip Distribution and Assighment

The trip distribution pattern for the proposed project was estimated based on existing travel patterns on
the surrounding roadway network and the locations of complementary land uses. The estimated peak-
hour trips generated by the proposed development were assigned to the roadway system in accordance
with the trip distribution pattern. Figure S shows the project trip distribution and assignment for the
AM and PM peak hours.
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Project Intersection Impacts

The results of the intersection level of service analysis under project conditions are summarized in
Table 5. The results show that none of the unsignalized study intersections would be impacted by the
project according to City of Milpitas level of service standards. Operating conditions at all study
intersections are forecast to remain at LOS B or better, with nominal increases attributable to traffic
from the proposed residential subdivision.

Table 5
With Project Intersection Levels of Service

Background Project Conditions
Peak Ave, Ave, Incr. In - Incr.in
Intersection Hour Delay LOS  Delay LOS Crit Delay Crit V/IC
North Park Victoria and Kennedy Drive AM 113 B 115 B 0.2 0.016
PM 10.4 B 10.5 B 0.1 0.007
Fanyon Street and Kennedy Drive AM 11.8 B 12.8 B 0.8 0.000
PM 9.9 A 104 B 0.5 0.000
Evans Road and Kennedy Drive AM 13.1 B 13.1 B 0.0 0.000
PM 114 B 115 B 0.0 0.000

Traffic Signal Warrant Analysis

At the request of the City of Milpitas, peak hour traffic signal warrants were calculated at the
intersection of North Park Victoria Drive and Kennedy Drive. The traffic signal warrants were
calculated for the “background traffic volume plus project traffic” scenario only, for the AM and PM
peak hours. The analysis indicates that a traffic signal would not be warranted at this location on the
basis of future peak hour conditions, and that the four-way stop would continue to provide acceptable
levels of service on all approaches. The traffic signal warrant calculation sheets are attached.

Conclusions

The study shows that the project would have no level of service impacts under the City of Milpitas
level of service standards. The study intersections analyzed in this report will continue to operate at

acceptable levels of service with the addition of project traffic and traffic from other development
anticipated in the area.

No specific project traffic mitigation measures are necessary nor recornmended on the basis of the
analysis of project traffic impacts at the study locations. The traffic signal warrant analysis prepared
for the intersection of Kennedy Drive and North Park Victoria Drive indicates that a traffic signal at

this location is not warranted under existing or future traffic conditions, including the addition of
project traffic.
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City of Milpitas Tralfix Database

Transportaticn Division
Kennedy Drive Residential

Summary Scenano Companson Aeport (With Average Criical Delay)
Future Volume Alternative

Exsting AM Background AM Project AM 772

Avg Avg Avg Avg Avg

Avg Cnt Avg Crit Avg Cnt Crit Crit Avg Cot

Del Cat Del Del Crit Del Del Crit Vit Det Del Del Crit Det

Intersection LOS (sec) v/iC (sec) LOS (sec) VIC {sac) LOS {sec) ViC Change {sec) Change LOS {sec} Vi (sec)
#259 M. Park Victonia Drive / Kennedy Drive B 10.4 0,429 10.4 B 11.3 ¢.501 113 B 1135 0518 +C016 11.5 +0.2 7 200X X X00K XXX
#262 Fanyen Street [ Kennedy Drive B 11.8 0.000 118 B 1.8 0.000 119 B 12.8 0.000 +0.000 12.8 +0.38 7 XX XX XX X
#2683 Evans Road / Kennedy Drive 8 12.1 4000 121 B 131 05.000 131 B 131 0.000 + 0.000 13.1 -0.0 7 XX KXXX XX

Traffix 7.5.1115

Copynght (¢} 2001 Dowling Associales, Inc.

Licensed to Hexagon Trans San Jose
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City of Milpitas Tratlix Databasa

Transportation Division

Kennedy Drive Residential

Summary Scenario Comparison Report (With Average Cnitical Delay)
Future Volume Alternative

Existing PM Background PM Project PM 277

Avg Avg Avg Avg Avg

Avg Cnt Avg Crit Avg Crit Cr ot Avg Crt

Del Cre Del Del Cnt Del Dal Cnt viC Del Del Del Crit Detl

Intersection LOS {sac) VG {sec) LOS (sec) VIC [sec) LOS {sec) V/C Change  (sec) Change LOS (sec) VIC (gec}
#259 N. Park Victona Drive / Kennedy Drive A 94 G 282 g4 B 104 0.388 104 B 105 0375+ 0.007 105 +01 9 WX X008 XX
#262 Fanyon Street/ Kennedy Drive A 9.2 0.000 9.2 A 2.2 0.Q00 9.9 B 04 0.000  +0.000 10.4 +0.5 2 HHX 306K XXX
#2863 Evans Read/ Kennedy Dnive B 107 0.000 10.7 B 11.4 0000 11.4 8 15 Q.00 +0.000 115 +00 ? XXX 2300 XX

Traffix 7 5 1115

Copynght (¢} 2001 Dowling Assooales, Inc.

Licensed lo Hexagen Trans. San Jose.
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Page 3- 1

City of Milphas Traffix Dalabase
Transporiation Civision
Kennedy Drive Resldential

Lavai Of Sarvica Computation Repant
2000 HCM 4-Way Stop (Future Volume Allernative)

Existing AM
Intarsection #259: N. Park Victoria Drive / Kennady Drive
Signal=Stop/Rights=Include
Final Vol: 5 . 167 114
Lanes: 1JO § a 8
Signal=Step Signal=Step
Final Vol tLanes' Rights=include Vol Cnt Date:  5/27/2003  Rights=Include Lanes: Final Vol:
.} Cysle Time {sec): 80 {—
13 Q 0 125
Loss Time {sec): 12
0 i; ;E &4
28 1l ’ Crillcal V/C:  0.428 ‘ 1 134
0 —v Avg Crit Del (secivehy 10.4 4;— 0
62 0 _} Avg Delay (seciveh): 104 {' 0 150
LOS: B
«<dt
\ *
Lanes [ Q 1 s}
Final Vol 7 114 16
Signal=Step/Rights=Include
Approach: North RBound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ R B | B |
Min. Green: 7 10 10 7 10 10 7 10 10 7 10 10
——————————————————————————— ] B
Volune Module: »> Count Date: 27 May 2003 <<
Base Vol: 7 114 76 114 167 5 13 28 62 150 13 125
Growth Adj: 1.00 i.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0C 1.00
Initial Bse: 7114 76 114 167 5 13 28 62 150 13 125
Added Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ ¢ 0 0 0 0 0
PasserByVol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 4] ] 0 0
Initial Fut: 7 114 76 114 1la&7 5 13 28 62 150 13 125
User Ad7j: 1.006 1.60 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 2.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1,00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 7 114 76 114 167 5 13 28 62 150 13 125
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 Y ¢ 0 c 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 7 1l4 76 114 Le7 5 13 28 62 150 13 125
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.0 1,00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 21.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1,00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 7 114 76 114 167 5 13 28 62 150 13 125
——————————————————————————— e L
Saturation Flow Module:
Adjustment: 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 121.00 1L.0C 1.00
Lanes : 0.07 1.1 0.77 0,80 1.17 0.03 0.13 0.27 0.60 0.52 0.05 0.43
Final sat.: 41 678 489 448 694 21 B0 172 381 330 30 291
———————————— e B L
Capacity Analysis Module:
vol/Sat: 6.17 0.17 0.16 0.2% 0.24 0,24 0.16 0.18 0.16 0.43 0.43 0.43
Crit Moves: * KKK LR L * k&K
Delay/Veh: 2.7 9.6 8.9 10.8 10.2 10.1 9.1 9.1 g.1 11.6 11.6 11.6
Delay Adj: 1.00 12,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0C 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
adjiDel/Veh: 8.7 9.8 8.9 10.8 10.2 1¢.1 .1 9.1 9.1 11.5 11.6 11.6
LOS by Move: A A A B B B A A A B B B
ApproachDel: 9.3 10.4 9.1 11.8
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AppradiDel: 9.3 10.4 5.1 11.6
LOS by Appr: A B A B
Traffix 7.5.1115

Copynght {c} 2001 Dowling Asseciales, Inc.

Lieensed ta Hexagon Trans, San Jose
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City of Milpitas Trafflx Database

Transportation Division

Kannady Drive Restdantial

2000 HCM 4-Way Stop (Future Valume Alternative)

Leval Of Servica Computation Rapart

Background AM

Intersaction #259: N. Park Victoria Drive / Kennedy Drive

Signal=Stop/Rights=Includa

Final Vol: 7 180 130
Lanes: o 1 i 1 Ok*
Signal=Stop Signatl=Step
Final vol: Lanas: Rights=Include Vol Cnt Date;  5/27/2003  Righls=Inciude Lanes: Flnal Voi:
Cycle Time (sec): 60
15 ) _} t 0 140
Loss Time (sec): 12
0 i; :E 1]
35 1l l Critical V/C: . 0.501 I‘ 1! 15+
a —? Avg Crit Dl (seciveh) 11.3 v 0
85 0 Avg Delay {secivah): 11.3 { 0 170
m" LOS. B
Lanas: 0 1 i} 10
Final Vol: 100 120 95
Signal=Stop/Rights=Includa
Approach: North Bound South Bound Fast Bound West Bound
Movement : L - 7 R L - T - R L T - R L - T - R
———————————— ] el | LR ERESEE Y
Min. Green: 7 10 10 7 10 10 7 10 10 7 10 10
———————————— R Lol | B | L
Volume Module: >> Count Date: 27 May 2003 <<
Base Vol: 10 120 95 130 180 7 135 35 65 170 15 140
Growth Adj: 1.0C 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0C 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 10 120 95 13¢ 18¢C 7 15 35 65 170 15 140
Added Vol: 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0 s} 0 0 0 0 0
Approved: 0 0 0 0 C 0 0 c 0 0 0 0
Initial Fut: 10 120 85 130 180 7 135 35 65 170 15 140
User Adi: 1.00 .00 1.00 1.060 1,00 1.00 .00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 12.00 1.0C 1.00 2.00
PHF Volume: 10 120 955 130 180 7 15 35 65 170 i5 140
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0
Reduced Vol: 10 120 95 130 180 7 15 35 &5 170 15 140
PCE Adj: 1.00 1,00 1,00 1.060 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1,00 1.00 1.0 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 10 120 95 130 180 7 15 35 65 170 15 140
———————————— S e e
Saturaticn Flow Module;
Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 21.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 12.00
Lanes: 0.09 1.07 0.84 0.82 1.14 0.04 0.13 0.30 0.57 0.52 0.05 0.43
Final Sat.: 49 596 515 443 650 26 78 182 338 339 30 279
———————————— T e L L
Capacity Analysis Module
Vol/Sat: £.20 0.20 0.18 0.29 ¢.28 0.27 ©.19% 0.1% 0.19 0.50 0.50 0.50
Crit MOVQS: * ok w Kk * kA K * kKK ok ok A
Delay/Veh: 10.3 10.2 9.4 11.8 10.9 10.7 .7 G.7 9.7 13.1 13.1 13.1
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.¢0 2.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 2.00
Adjbel/Veh: 10.3 10.2 9.4 11.6 1¢.9 10.7 8.7 8.7 9.7 13.1 13.1 13.1
LOS by Move: B B A B B B A A A B B B
ApproachDel: 9.8 11.1 9.7 13.1
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
ApprAdjDel: 9.8 11.1 9.7 13.1
LOS by Appr: A B A B
Traffix 7 5,415

Cepynight {e) 2001 Bowiing Assoziatas, Inc.

Licansed to Hexagon Trans, San Jose
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Cliy of Miipitas Traftix Database

Transportation Divislen

Kennedy Drive Hesidential

Lavel Of Service Computalion Report
2000 HCM 4-Way Stop (Fulura Volume Alternative)

Project AM
Intersection #259: N, Park Victoria Drive / Kennedy Drive
Signal=Stop/Aights=Inciude
Final Vol 7 180 131
Lanes: JU% i #1’0&»
Signal=Step Signal=Stop
Final Vol Lanes: Rights=Ineluds Vai Cnt Date: nia Rights=Include Lanas: Final Vo&
Cycla Tima (sec) 60
15 o _} vele Timo (sech &_ ) 143
?l Loss Tima (sec): 12 l@
[¢] 0
35 1t , Crikical V/C: 0518 _*____ 1l 16
0 —? Avg Crit Del (sachsh): 1.5 4? o
B5™" 0 Avg Delay {seoivah) 15 ( 0 176"
—} LOS: B
Lanes* o 1 o] 1 0
Finat Val. 100 120 96
Sugnal=Stap/Rights=Include
Approach: North Beound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T R L - T - R L - T - R - T - R
———————————— T | B |
Min. Green: 7 10 10 7 10 10 7 10 10 7 10 10
------------ et e iy
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 10 120 96 131 180 7 15 35 65 176 16 143
Crowth Adj: 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 L.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 106 120 96 131 180 7 15 35 65 176 16 143
Added Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Approved: 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 Q 0
Initial Fut: 10 120 °6 131 180 7 15 35 65 176 16 143
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PUHF adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 10 120 26 131 180 1 15 35 65 176 1s 143
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 G 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vel: 10 120 96 131 1BO i 15 35 65 176 16 143
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0C 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0Q0 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.Q0 1,060 1.00C
Final Vol.: 10 120 96 131 180 7 15 35 65 176 186 143
------------ | e | e
Saturation Flow Module:
Adjustment: 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1 00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.C0 1.00
Lanas: 0.09 1.06 0.85 ©0.82 1.14 0.04 ©0.13 0.30 0.57 0.52 90 05 0.43
Final Sat.: 43 530 515 442 644 25 77 180 335 340 31 276
———————————— e L L R S
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.21 0.20 0.19 0.20 0.28 0.28 0©0.1% 0.19 0.1%2 0.52 0.52 0.52
Crit MOVeS: * k% k * & &k * kK ok *hkk W&
Delay/Veh: 10.4 10.3 9.4 11.6 10.9 10.8 9.7 9.7 9.7 13.5 13.5 13.5
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/veh: 10.4 10.3 8.4 11.6 10.8 10.8 9.7 9.7 9.7 13.5 13.5 13.5
LOS by Move: B B A B B B A A A B B
ApproachbDel: 9.9 11.2 8.7 13.5
Delay A4J; 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
aporadjbel: 9.9 11.2 9.7 13.5
LOS by Appr: A B A B
Tralfix 7,5.1115

Copyright (¢} 2001 Dowling Associalas, In¢

Licensed to Hexagon Trans, San Jose
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City of Mipitas Traffix Database
Transportatlon Division
Kennedy Drive Residential

Level Of Sarvice Compulation Report
2000 HCM 4-Way Stop (Future Volume Alternative)

Existing PM
Intersection #2568; N, Park Victoria Driva / Kennady Drive
Signal=Stop/Rights=include
Final Vol: 5 173 g%
Lanes 0 1 i 1 0\..‘
Signal=Stop Signal=Slop
Final Vel Lanes: Rights=Includs Vol Cnt Date:  5/27/2003  Rights=Include Lanes: Final Val:
Cycle Tima (sep); 60
3 b] _} yele ime (sec) Q‘_ 0 43
_’l Loss Time (sec) 12 [t
0 [+
g 1l ’ Critfeal VIC. 0.282 ' il 13
0 —1—}» Avg Cnt Dal (secivah): 9.4 t— 0
19 0 ‘} Avg Dslay {sacivah): 9,4 ( c i i
LoS: A
Lanes; 0 1 Q 1 i}
Final Vol 50" 205 120
Sgnal=8top/Rights=Inciude
~pproach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movemenkb: L - 7T - R L - T - R L - % - R L - T - R
———————————— R ] B | R
Min. Green: 7 10 10 7 10 10 7 1¢ 10 7 10 i0
———————————— R L § e R
volume Module: >> Count Date: 27 May 2003 <<
Base Vol: 50 205 120 59 173 5 3 9 19 77 13 43
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 50 205 120 59 173 5 3 9 19 7 13 43
Added Vol: 0 0 0 0 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PasserByVol: 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Fut: 50 205 120 59 173 5 3 9 19 77 13 43
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 .00 1L.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.C0 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 .00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.60 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 50 205 120 59 173 5 3 9 19 11 13 43
Reduct Vol: 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 50 203 120 5% 173 5 3 9 19 77 13 43
PCE Adj: 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0C 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.006 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0C 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 50 205 120 55 173 5 3 9 19 77 13 43
———————————— T | R
Saturation Flow Module:
Adjustment: 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 0.27 1.09 0.64 0.50 1.46 0.04 0.10 0.29 0.61 0,58 0.1¢ 0.32
Final sat.: 177 756 477 315 955 28 62 186 394 375 63 209
———————————— e e | B | P
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/8at: 0.28 0.27 0.25 0.1% 0.18 0.18 0.05 0.05 90.05 0.21 0.21 0.21
Crit: MOVeSI * KKK R E Kok k&
Delay/Veh; 10.0 9.7 8.9 9.5 9.2 9.1 8.3 8.3 8.3 9.4 9.4 9.4
Delay Adj: 1.00 1..00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.%0 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/veh: 10.0 9.7 8.9 9.5 9.2 9.1 8.3 8.3 8.3 9.4 9.4 9.4
LOS by Mova: B A A A A A A A A A A A
ApproachDel: 9.5 9.3 8.3 9.4
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
2ppradiDel: 9.5 9.3 8.3 9.4
LOS by Appr: iy A A A

Traffix 7.5 1115 Capynght (g} 2001 Dowimg Assocratas, Ine,

Licensed to Hexagon Trans, San Jose
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City of Milpitas Traffix Database

Transportatlon Divisian

Kenneady Drlva Rasidential

Laval Of Sarvice Computatlon Report
2000 HCM 4-Way Stop (Future Velume Alternative)

Background PM

Intersection #25%: N. Park Victoria Drive / Kennedy Drive

Signal=Stop/Rights=Include

Final Yol 10 212 &g
Lanes: 04 l #bok’
Signal=Step Signal=Stop
Final Vol  Langs: Rights=include Vel Cnt Date: nfa Rights=Include Lanes: Final Vel
-} Cycls Time {sec): 60 t
one 0 0 58
Loss Time (sec): 12
o _ip A. o
4 i1 _h Critical VIC: 0.368 *___ 1t 4
o -v Avg Cril Dg? {seciveh): 10.4 v— o
as 0 Avg Defay (sechveh) 104 {" o a5
—} LOS: B
Lanas: o 1 0 1 0
Final Vol 7' 251 118
Sigral=Stop/Rights=lneluda
Approach: North Bound Scuth Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R - T - R - T - R
———————————— g | | e IS | FRU
Min. Green: 7 10 10 7 10 10 7 10 10 7 10 10
———————————— [ il | B E US| e ——
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 87 251 116 68 212 10 7 4 86 85 4 58
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 ¢ 1.0 1.00 .00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 87 251 116 68 212 10 7 4 86 85 4 58
Added vol: 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Approved: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Fut: 87 251 116 68 212 10 7 g 86 85 4 58
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 .00 1.8¢ 1.00 00 .00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 .00 1.00 1.00 .00 1.00 1,00
PHF Volume: 87 251 116 68 212 10 7 4 86 85 4 58
Reduct vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 87 251 118 68 212 10 7 4 B6 a5 4 58
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 .00 2,00 1.00 oC 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.0C 1.00 1.00 1.00 .00 1.00 1.00 00 1,00 1,00
Final vVol.: 87 251 1le 68 212 10 7 4 86 85 4 58
------------ o B e N [t
Saturation Flow Module:
Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 0.38 1.11 0.51 0.47 1.46 0.07 07 0,04 0.89 0.58 0.03 0.39
Final sat.: 238 713 348 276 887 43 45 25 548 344 le 236
———————————— vt | ] | EE SR § B
Capacity Analysis Module:
vol/Sat: 0.37 0.35 0.33 0.25 0.24 0.23 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.25 5.25 0.25
Crit Moves: H*x¥w * ok Kk i akk
Delay/Veh: 11.6 11.0 10.3 10.4 10.1 10.0 9.2 9.2 9.2 10.2 10.2 10.2
Delay adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/vVeh: 11.8 11.0 10.3 10.4 10.1 10.0 9.2 9.2 9.2 10.2 1.2 10.2
LOS by Move: B B B B B A A A B B
ApproachDel: 10.9 10.2 9.2 10.2
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AppradiDel: 10.9 10.2 9.2 10.2
LOS by Appr: B B A B
Traffix 75 1115

Copynght (c) 2007 Dowling Associates, Inc,

Licansed to Hexagon Trans, San Jose
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Gity of Milpitas Traffix Database
Transportation Division
Kannady Criva Residential

1_eval Of Service Computation Raport
2000 HCM 4-Way Stop (Future Volume Aliernative)

Projact PM
Intersection #259: N, Park Victoria Drlve / Kennedy Drive
Slgnal=Stop/Rights=include
Final Yol 10 212 71
Lanes: Qo 1 ¢ 1 0
Slgnal=Stop Slgnal=Step

Final Vol Lanes: Rights=Inciude Vol Cnt Date: nfa Rights=Include Lanes: Final Vol

Cycle Time (sec): 60

P 0 ﬂ}‘ 4t_ 0 60
Loss Time (sec): 12
0 Q
4 1 . Critical V/C: 0.375 ‘ 1l 4
0 ? Avg Crit Del {seciveh): 10.5 v— 0
88 0 ‘ Avg Delay {saciveh): 10.5 E 4] a7+
LOS: B
Lanas: Q 1 0 1 o]
Final Vol: 87" 251 123
Signal=Stop/Rights=Include

Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: - T - R L - T - R L - T - R - T - R
Min. Green: 7 10 10 7 10 10 7 10 10 7 10 10

volume Module:

Rase Vol:
Growth Adj:

Initial Bse:

Added Vol:
Approved:

Initial Fut:

User Adj:
PHF AdjJ:
PHF Volume:
Reduct Vol:

Reduced Vol:

BCE Adj:
MLF AdJ:
Final Vol.:

Saturation Flow Module:

Adjustment:
Lanes:
Final Sat.:

Capacity Analysis

Vel/Sat:

Crit Moves:
Delay/Veh:
Delay Adj:
AdjDel/Veh:

LOS by Move:
ApproachDel:

Delay Adj:
zZpprAdiDel:

L0S by Appr:

87 251 123
1.00 1.00 1.00
87 251 123
0 0
0 0
87 251 123
1.00 1.00 1.00
1,00 1.00 1.00
87 251 123
0 0
87 251 123
1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 L.00 1.00
87 251 123
1.00 1.00 1.00
0.38 1.09 0.53
232 7Q0 363
Module:
0.38 0.36 0.34
* ok ok
1.7 11,1 10.4
1.00 1.00 1.00
11.7 11.1 10.4
B B B
11.0
1,00
11.0

B

71 212 10 7 4 86 87 4 60
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
71 212 10 7 4 86 87 4 60
0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 4]
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
71 212 10 7 4 86 87 4 60
1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0Q
7L 212 10 7 4 86 87 4 60
0 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0
71 21z 10 7 4 86 87 4 60
1,00 .00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.€0 1.00 L.0C
1,00 1,00 1.00 1.00 2,00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00
71 212 10 7 4 86 87 4 60
1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.48 1.45 0.07 0.07 0.04 0.82 0.57 0.03 0.40
283 8§74 42 44 25 544 343 15 2317
0.25 0.24 90.24 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.25 0.25 0.25
* &k ok LR R LA
10.5 10.2 10.0 9.2 8.2 9.2 10.3 10.3 10.3
1,00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
10.5 10.2 10.90 8.2 9.2 9.2 10.3 10.3 1C.3
B B B A A A B B
10.3 9.2 10.3
1.00 1.00 1.00
10.3 9.2 10.3
B A B

Traffx 75 1115

Copynight (¢) 2001 Dowling Associalas, Inc.

Licensed lo Hexagon Trans San Josa
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City of Milpitas Traflix Database
Transponation Division
Kannedy Drive Fasidential

Level Of Sarvica Compultation Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized (Future Volume Allernative)
Existing AM

Intersection #262: Fanyon Street / Kannedy Drive

Slgnal=Stop/Rights=Include
e

S

Signal=Uncontrol

Final Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Unsontrol

Final VoI Lanes: Righls=include Vol Cnt Date:  5/28/2002  Rights=Include Lanes; Flnal Vol
_} Cycla Time (sec): 100 &
o o ¢ 2
—A Loss Time (sec): s
0 :E 0
jfox] 1 __+ Critical V/C: C.000 ‘ 1l 164
0 —v Avg Crit Del (seciveh): 11,8 t— 0
107 0 } Avy Datay (saciveh); 11.8 { 0 14
LoSs: 8
Lanas: o 0 1 o 0
Finai Vol 94 o 36
Signal=Stop/Rights=Include
Approach: North Bound Scuth Bound Fast Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
—————————————————————————————————————————— L e ER EEEEERERE e
Volume Mcdule: »» Count Date: 28 May 2003 <<
Base Vol: 94 0 36 1 ¢ 1 ¢ 103 107 14 164 2
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0C 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.CO
Initial Bse: 94 0 36 1 aQ 1 C 103 107 14 164 2
Added Vol: 0 G 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PasserByvVol: 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0 ¢
Initial Fut: G4 0 386 1 0 1 0 103 107 14 164 2
Uger Adi: 1.0 1.00 1.00 1.00 21.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 L.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.80 1.00
PHF Volume: 94 a 36 1 o} 1 0 103 107 14 164 2
Reduct Vol: vy 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] Q
Final vol.: 54 ¢ 38 1 0 1 0 103 107 14 164 2
Critical Gap Module:
Critical Gp: 7.1 xx=x 6.2 7.1 xxxx 6.2 XHAHK KXXK XAXKX 4.1 XHXX XXXXX
FollowUpTim: 3.5 xxxx 3.3 3.5 XXX 3.3 HUXXX XA XXXXAX 2.2 HHAXX XNXXX
———————————— el e | B | B
Capacity Module:
Cnflict Vol: 350 axxx 157 368 xxxx 165  XxxX xxxx XXXXX 210 xXxxx XMXXX
Potent Cap.: 608 xxxx B854 593 xxxx 885 XXXX XXXX XXXXX 1373 xXXXX XXXXX
Move Cap.: 603 xxxx  B94 564 xxxx BB5 XXXX XXXX Xxxxx 1373 XXXX XXXXX
——————————————————————————— ] B |
Level 0Of Service Module: | |
Stoppad Del:xXxXXXX XXXX XXKXK XXXEK XKXXX XKXXX XXXXK XXXX XXXXKX 7.6 HMXX XXXXX
LOS by Move: * * * * * * * * * A * *
Movement.: LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT -~ LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT
Shared Cap.: Xxxxx 663 xxxxx xxxx 689 XXAXX XXXX HXKX XXXAX XXX XXXX XXXXX
Shrd Stphel:xxxxx 11.8 xxxxx xxxxx 10.2 XXXXX XXXXX XXKX XXXHHA KAXXX XXHIX XXXAX

Shared LOS: * B * * B * * * * ¥ * *
approachDel: 11.8 10.2 KEKRKKK HKXXXKK
ApproachLOS: B B * *

Trallix 753115

Copyright {¢) 2001 Dowling Associatas, ing,

Licensed lo Hexagon Trans, San Joso
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Cily of Mllpitas Traffix Database
Transportation Divislon

Kannedy Driva Residential

Lavel Of Servica Computation Report

2000 HCM Unsignalized {Future Volume Allernative)

Background AM

fntarsection #262: Fanyon Street / Kennedy Drive

Signal=Stop/Aights=Include

Sy

Final Vol:
Lanes:

Sigral=Uncontrol

&

Signal=Uncenirol

Final Vol:  Lanes. Rights=Includa Vol Cnl Date: n/a Rights=Include Lanes: Final Vel:
Cyale Time (sac): 100
) 0 ~’l ¢ fsos) E 0 0
Loss Tima {sac): 0
g ﬂ; ;g o
110 | __* Cnitical VIC: 0.000 _*_ 11 178
0 v Avg Crlt Dal {sscivah): 119 v—- 0
130 0 } Avg Delay {seciveh): e ( 0 20
LOS: B
Lanes: o 0 1 ¢ 90
Final Vol 10 0 45
Signal=StopfMights=Include
Approach: North Bound South Bound Fast Bound West Bound
Movenent: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
———————————— e e | B | B nE
volume Module:
Basa Vol: 110 0 45 0 o 0 0 110 130 20 170 0
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 .00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 .00 1.00 X1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 110 0 45 0 0 0 0 110 130 20 170 0
Added Yol: a2 0 0 0 Q A 0 a 0 Q 0 v
Approved: 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Fut: 110 0 45 0 0 0 o 110 130 20 170 0
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 L.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adi: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 :1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.0C 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 110 0 45 0 Q ¢ ¢ 110 130 20 170 0
Reduct Vol: 0 o} 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0
Final Vol.: 110 0 45 0 0 0 0 110 130 20 170 0
Critical Gap Module:
Critical Gp: 6.4 xxxx 6.2 XXXXX XXXK XKXXKX XXXKX XKXX XXKXKX 4.1 xxuxx AKXXX
FollowUpTim: 3.5 xxxx 3.3 XXAXHK XHAX KAAXK XXAXH XHKAX XXXKX 2.2 xuxx AKXXKX
~~~~~~~~~~~~ e | B | R
Capagity Module:
Cnflict Vol: 385 xxxx 175 2XXK RUKK XKKEHX  KAAX XXXX XXRXX 240 xxxx XAAXX
Potent Cap.: 622 xxxx B74 XXXX XXXK XKXXX XKXKX XXXX XXXXX 1339 xxxx XXXXX
Move Cap.: 615 xxxx 874 XXXX XXX XXKXX XXXX XXXX XXxxx 1339 xXXXX XXXXX
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ e L e | B
Level Of Service Module:
Stopped Del:XiXXX XXX XXXKK XAXXX XNHXH XKXHKK KKXAK KXKX XXXXX T.7 AXXXX KXXXK
LOS by Move: * * * * ¥ * * * * A * *
Movenent LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR ~ RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT
Shared Cap.: XXxx 673 XXXXX XXXX 0 HXXRX XXX XXXX XAAXKK XXXX XXXX KXXXX
Shrd StpDel:xxxxx 11.0 XXXKX XXXXX XXXK KXKKKK KEXKX XAXX XHXXX 7.7 XRKX XKXKK
Shared LOS: * B * * * * * * * A * *
AppreoachDel: 11.9 XAKKKA XXXHXK XXXKXK
ApproachLOS: B * ® *
Traffix 75 1115

Capyright {¢) 2001 Dowling Associales, Inc,

Licensed to Hexagon Trans. San Jose
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City of Milpitas Traffix Database
Transportation Division
Kennedy Drive Residential

Lave! Of Sarvice Computation Report

2000 HCM Unslgnallzed (Fulure Velume Altarnatve)

Praject AM

Intersection #262: Fanyon Street / Kennedy Drive

Final Vol:
Lanas:

SignatkzUncentral

Signal=Stop/Rights=Include

S

&

Signal=Uncontrol

Final Vol Lanes. Rights=Include Wai Cnt Dale: n‘a Rights=lnciude Lanes: Final Vol;
_} Gyols Time {seck: 100 k
2 0 0 1
_’l Loss Time {sec): 0 &
o 0
118 1l — Critical V/C: 0,000 — 1l 170
0 —? Avg Crit Dl (saciveh): 12.8 t— 0
130 0 "} Avg Delay (secheh): 12.8 { 0 20
Los: B
Lanes: ] a 1! Q Q
Final Vol: 110 1 45
Slgnal=Stop/Rights=nslude
Approach: North Bound Scuth Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T ~ R
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ e | B | B
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 110 1 45 1 2 10 2 110 130 20 170 1
Growth Adj: 1.¢0 1.00 1.00 .00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 12.00
initial Bse: 110 1 45 1 2 10 2 110 13D ap 170 1
aAdded Vol: 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Approved: 0 ¢ 0 4] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Fut: 110 1 45 1 2 10 2 110 130 20 170 1
User Adj: 1L.00 1.00 1.00 21.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 21.00 21.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 21.0C 1.00 1.00 1.¢0
PHF Volume: 1140 1 45 1 2 10 2 110 130 20 170 1
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Final Vol.: 110 1 45 1 2 10 2 110 130 20 170 1
Critical Gap Module:
Critical Gp: 7.1 &.5 6.2 7.1 6.5 6.2 4.1 XXX HKHXX 4.1 XXX XRXXX
FollowUpTim: 3.5 4.0 3.3 3.5 4.0 3.3 2.2 XXX XXXNK 2.2 XNAX XKHXXX
~~~~~~~~~~~~ R B et | RUTE I | ERERE R
Capacity Module:
Cnflict Vol: 396 390 175 413 455 171 L7 xxxx XXX 240 XXAXX XAXXX
Potent Cap.: 568 548 874 553 505 879 1418 x:xxx XxXXX 1339 XXXX XxxXx®
Move Cap,: 553 539 874 518 496 B7% 1418 xxxx xxxxx 1339 XXAX XHHXX
———————————— P et P | R —
Level Of Service Module: |
Stopped Del:xXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXX XXXXX 7.5 XXX XXXXX 7.7 XXXX XXXXX
LOS by Move: ® * * * * * A * * A * *
Movement: LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT ~ LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT
Shared Cap.: xxxx 618 XXXXX XXXX 749 xxxxx XXX XXXX XAKXK  XXAKX XXXX XXXXX
Shrd StpDel:xxxxx 12.8 xxxxx xXxHxx 9.9 XxxxX XXHHX XXHX XKEXKNK XXXXX XXXX XXNXX
Shared LOS: * B * * A * ® * * * ® *
ApproachDel: 12.8 9.8 KHHXKKXK KAXKKK
ApproachLOS: B A * ¥
Traltix 7 51115

Copynght {c) 2001 Dowling Assotiates, Inc.

Licensed to Hexagon Trans San Jose
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FPaga 3- 4

City of Miipitas Traffix Database
Transporation Division
Kennedy Driva Resldantial

Level Of Sarvige Computaticn Regert

2000 HCM Unsignalized (Future Volume Alternative)

Existing PM

Intersection #262: Fanyon Street / Kannedy Drive

Signal=Step/Rights=Includo

4l

Final Vol
Lanas:

Signal=Uncontrol

A

Signal=Uncontrol

Final ¥ol: Lanas: Rights=Include Vel Cnt Date:  5/26/2003  Rightssinciude Lanes: Final Vol
} Cycle Time {sec): 100
0 0 0 0
Loss Tima {sec): 0 é—
) ﬂ; 0
115 1l » Crltical V/C: 0,000 A— 1 a6
0 v Avg Crit De! {saciven): 9.2 4;— ¢
18 0 '} Avg Delay (saciveh): 9.2 { o} 7
LoS: A
Lanas: o 0 1l [V ]
Final Vol. 6 Y 17
Signal=Stop/Rights=Include
Approach: Narth Round South Round East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - 7T - R L - T - R L - T - R
——————————————————————————— ot EEEE e F IR
Volume Module: »>> Count Date: 28 May 2003 << 1
Base Vol: [ 0 17 0 0 0 0 115 18 7 96 ¢
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.C0 1.00 1.00 1.C0 1.00 21.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 6 ¢ 17 0 0 0 o 115 18 7 96 0
Added Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0]
PasserByVol: 0 0 0 0 0 [+ 0 0 0 0 0 0]
Initial Fut: 6 0 17 0 0 0 0 115 18 7 96 0
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 L.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 6 0 17 0 0 0 0 115 18 7 96 0
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 o] o} 0 0 0 Q 0
Final Vol.: 3 0 17 0 ¢ 0 0 115 18 7 g6 0
Critical Gap Module:
Critical Gp: 6.4 xxxx 6.2 XXXAX XKXHX XXXKX XXXMHN XXXX XXKXX 4.1 XXHK KXXXK
FollowUpTim: 3.5 xxxx 3.3 XXXXX XXXX XXKEX XHEKK XXX XAXKK 2.2 XXX XXX
———————————— R | e | ] | R LM
Capacity Module:
Cnflict veol: 234 xuxxx 124 XRRX XXXK XKKXX XXX KAXK XXXKK 133 xxXX XXXKXK
Potent Cap.: 759 xuxx 932 XXX XXXX XXXXK XXXX XXXX Xxxxx 1464 x00xx XKHXK
Move Cap.: 756 Xxxx 932 XHxX XKXX XKXXXX HXXX XXX Xuxxx 1464 xxxx xxxxx
___________________________ | |___~__...”..._____.. et | | e e
Level Of Service Module: Il .
Stoppad Del:XxXXX XXXX XXXXX XEXKX XXXX XXXKKX XKXXK XXXX KXKKX T.5 XXXX XXHAXX
108 by Move: ® * +* * * * * * * A * &
Movement: ; LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT -~ LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT
Shared Cap.: xXXX 879 xxxXXX XXXX 0 ®MUXXK XKAXX XAXKX XKAXKX  XXXX XAKX XKRXKK
Shrd StpDel :xxxXxXx 9.2 XXXXX XXX XXXK XXXXK XXX XXXK KXKKX 7.5 xxxx xxxxx
Shared LOS: * A * * * * * * * A * *
ApproachDel: 9.2 XRKKKK KRHKKXXK HAXKKK
ApproachL0S: A * * i
Traffix 7 5.1115 Copyright {c) 2001 Dowling Associalas, Ine Licensed Lo Hexagon Trans. San Jose
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City of Milpltas Traffix Database
Transportation Division
Kennady Drive Hesldantial

2000 HOM Unsignalized (Future Volume Alternative)

Lave! Of Service Compulation Aaport

Background PM

Intersection #262: Fanyon Street / Kennedy Drive

Final Val:
Lanes:

Signal=Lincontrol

Signal=Step/Rights=Include

S e

Signal=Uncontrel

Final Vol: Lanes: Rights=Include Vol Cat Data: nfa Rights=lnclude Lanes. Finai Vol
_} Cycle Time (sec): 100 {_
0 o 0 0
A Loss Time (sec): 0 :L_
0 ¢
110 1l ' Critlcal VIC: 0.000 _*___ 1 100
0 ﬂ;y Avg Crit Del {seciven): 99 t— 0
27 0 "} Avg Delay {saciveh): 9.9 ( 0 9
LOS; A
lLanes: o 0 1! 0o 0
Final Voi: 35 o} k]
Signal=Stop/Rights=Include

Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movemsnt: L - 7 R L - T - R L - T - R L -~ T - R
——————————————————————————— et R
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 35 0 9 0 0 0 0 1llo 27 8 100 0
Growth Adj: 1,00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 35 0 9 4 0 o] o 1io 27 9 108 4]
Added Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] ¢ 0 0
Approved: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Fut: is v 9 0 0 0 0 1190 27 ¢ 100 0
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 .00 1.90 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 L.00 1.00 1.0C 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 35 0 9 0 0 0 0 110 217 2 100 0
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 o} 0 0 0 0 4] Q 0
Final Vol.: 35 0 9 0 0 0 0 1lig 27 9 100 0
Critical Gap Module:
Critical Gp: 6.4 xxxx 6.7 XXXKX XXX XHUXKK XXXAK XAAX XXXXX 4.1 ®XAX XXXKX
FollowUpTim: 3.5 xxxx 3.3 XXXXK XXXX XXXXK XNHXKE KXHX XKKXXXX 2.2 XXXX XXXXX
———————————— et | [ I
Capacity Module:
cnflict Vol: 242 xxux 124 XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XAXXX 137 XxxXX XKXKXX
Potent Cap.: 751 xxxx 233 XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XKXXXx 1450 XXXX XAXXX
Move Cap.: 748 XXX 933 XXXX XXKX XXKXX XXXX XXXX XXxNxx 1489 2y xxXX®X
——————————————————————————— L B | R
Level Of Service Module:
stopped Del:xxxXX XXXK XXXXX XXXXK XXKX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX HXAXXXK 7.5 XXX HHHRX
LOS by Move: * * * * * * * * * A * *
Movement: LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT
Shared Cap.: xxxx 779 xxxXxx XXXX 0 HXXKX XXXK XAKK XXAXK XXAX XXAX XXXXX
Shrd StpDel:xxxxx 9.9 xxxxX XXXXKX XAKX XAXXK XXXKX XXXK XXXXX 7.5 XXXX XXXXX
Shared LOS: * A * * * * * * * A * *
ApproachDel: 9.9 KKAAKXK KAKXKXK KEHHXX
ApproachlLOS: A * * *
Traffi 7.5.1115

Capyright {2} 20071 Dowling Associatas, Inc,

Licensed lo Haxagon Trans, San Jose



COMPARE

Thu Jun 12 $7:03:22 2003

Page 3- 6

Clty of Milgitas Traflix Database
Transportation Division
Kennady Drive Rasidantial

Level Of Sarvice Computation Report

2000 HCM Unsignalized {Future Volume Alternative)

Project PM

Intarsection #262; Fanyon Street / Kennedy Drive

Signal=Stop/Righls=Incluce

T4l

Final Yal:
Lanes:

Signal=Uncontral

W

Signal=Uncontrol

Final Vol Lanes: Rights=includs Vel Cnt Bate: nfa Rights=Includa Lanes: Flnal Val:
} Cyelo Time (sec): 100 &
10 o 0 1
4 Loss Tima (sec): 0 &
|+ 0
150 1 — Crlical WIC: 0,000 - 1 100
0 —V Avg Crit De! (seciveh): 10.4 v— 0
27 0 '} Avg Daiay (secivah): 10.4 { 0 9
LOS. 8
Lanas: o3 o 1] 0 s}
Final Vol: 35 2 k2]
Signai=Stop/Rights=include
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - 7T - R L - 7T - R L - T - R
———————————— e B B [ B
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 35 Y g 1 1 4 10 11¢ 27 g 100 1
Growth adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 21.0C 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0¢
Initial Bse: 35 y g 1 1 4 10 110 27 9 100 1
Added vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0
Approved: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ G 0 0 ¢
Initial Fut: 35 2 9 1 1 4 10 11¢ 27 9 100 1
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 31.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00
PHF Volume: 35 2 9 1 1 4 10 110 27 3 100 1
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 .0 4] 0 0 0 0
Final vol.: 35 2 9 1 1 4 10 110 27 5 100 1
Critical Gap Module:
Critical Gp: 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.1 6.5 6.2 4.1 XHXR XXKXX 4.1 o XXXRHX
FollowUpTim: 3.5 4.0 3.3 3.5 4.0 3.3 2.2 xxxx XXXXX 2.2 xXxXX XXXXX
~~~~~~~~~~~~ R e |
Capacity Module:
Cnflict Vol: 265 263 124 267 276 1ol 101 xxXX XXXXX 137 XxXXX XXXXX
Potent Cap.: 692 646 933 689 G635 960 1504 xxxx xxxxx 1459 Xxxx XAKKX
Move Cap.: 582 638 933 674 627 960 1504 xxxx xxxxx 1459 xxxx XXXXX
———————————— P B ] e
Level Of Service Module:
Stopped Del:xxXxXxX XxXXX XXKXXX XXXXN XXXX XXXXX T.4 xXAK KAXXX 7.5 axXxXN XANXX
LOS by Move: * * * * * * A * * by * *
Movement: LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT
Shared Cap.: xxxx 717 xxxxx  xxxx  B28 000X XXKX XXX XXXKXX  MUKXK XAXK XXKKX
Shrd StpDel:xxxxx 10.4 xaxxx XXXKK F.4 XXXXH XMXXK XXAX XAXAN XXAXKX XXXX XAKKX
Shared LOS: * B * * A * * * * * * *
ApproachDel; 10.4 9.4 XXHKKXKK AXKXKX
ApproachL0S; 2 A * *
Traftix 7.5.1115

Copynght {c) 2001 Dowling Associates, Ine.

Liconsed to Hexagon Trans San Josa
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FPage 3- 7

Cily of Milpitas Tralfix Database
Transportaticn Divisien
Kennedy Drive Rasidential

Leval Of Servles Computation Report
2000 HOM Unsignalized (Fulura Volume Alternative)

Exlsting AM

Intersection #263: Evans Road / Kennady Drlve

Signal=UneentrolRights=Include

Flnal Vol: a7 157 5
Lanes: ‘JO ‘l l #O*OKF
Signal=Slep Signal=Stog
Final Vol: Lanes: Rights=Include Vol Cnt Date:  5/29/2003  Rights=include Lanes: Final Vol
_} Cycls Time (sag); 60 {-
44 0 0 2
Laoss Time {sec): 12
o _2; ;t 0
1 1l —p Criveal V/IC:  0.0C0 d 1l 1
0 -v Avg Crit Del {sechveh): 1241 v- 0
27 0 } Avg Delay (seciveh): 12.4 (‘ 0 6
LOS B
Lanes: o 0 1 g O
Finat Vol: 13 263 4
Signal=UncontrelfRights=include
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
_________________________________________________________ L
Volume Module: »>> Count Date: |29 May 2003 << |
Base Vol: 13 263 4 5 157 37 44 1 27 6 1 2
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00C 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0C 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 13 263 4 5 157 37 44 1 27 & 1 2
Added Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 4] 0 0 Q 0 0
PasserByVol: ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Fut: 13 263 4 5 157 37 44 1 21 & 1 2
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 .00 1.C0 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 13 263 4 5 157 37 44 1 27 6 1 2
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ Q 0
Final Vol.: 13 263 4 5 157 37 44 1 ) & 1 2
Critical Gap Module:
Critical Gp: 4.1 XXXX XXXXX 4.1 XRRX HXKXX 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.1 6.5 6.2
FollowUpTim: 2.2 XXXX XXXXX 2.2 XXXX XXXXX 3.5 4.0 3.3 3.5 4.0 3.3
———————————— R | B e |
Capacity Module:
Cnflict Vol: 194 xXxxXX xxxxx 267 XHXX KXXXX 478 479 176 491 495 265
Potent Cap.: 1391 xxxx xxxxx 1308 ey xoxxx 501 489 873 492 478 779
Move Cap.: 139 xxxx xxxxx 1308 xxXy X¥XXX 454 483 873 471 472 779
___________________________ iH._..n__________.. Sy U [ UROEOpOp
Level Of Service Module: | . i
Stopped Del: 7.6 xxxX xxxxXX 7.8 XXX XEXXX XAXXX XXKX XKXRX KXXXK XXKX KAXKX
1.0S by Move: A * * A * * * * * * * *
Movement: LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR -~ RT LT - LTR - RT
Shared Cap.: XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXKXX xxxx 590 xxxxx xXxxx 516 xxxxx
Shrd StpDel:xxxXx XXKX XXXXX XRKKHX KXXX XxXxXx omexx 12,0 xxxxx ®xxxx 12.1 xxxxx
Shared LOS: * * * * * * * B * * B *
ApproachDel: XXKXKX XXKXKXK 12.0 12.1
ApproachLOs: * * B B

Trathx7.5.1115

Copynight (0} 2001 Cowling Asseoiates, Inc,

Licensed o Hexagen Trans, San Jose



COMPARE

Thu Jun 12 17:33:01 2003

Page 3- 8

City of Milpitas Traffix Database
Transportation Division
Kennedy Drive Rasldantial

Lavel Of Service Computation Report

2006 HCM Unsignalized (Fulure Velume Alternative)

Background AM

Intersection #263; Evans Road / Kannedy Drive

Slgnal=Uncontrot/Rights=Include

Final Vol: 50 170 5
Lanes: 4-) Q <ﬂ¢ l &)’. 0 \*
Signal=Stop Signal=Stop
Flnal Vol Lanes: Rights=lncluda Vol Cnit Date: nfa Rights=Include Lanes: Final Vol.
} Cycla Time {sec); 80 {—
85 o 0 5
loss Time {sac): 12
o A P
3 1 ____* Critical V/C: 0.000 _q___ 1l 2
o —v Avg Crit Del (saciveh): 13.1 v— Q
50 o } Avg Delay {secieh); 13,1 { 0 8
LOS: 8
Lanes 8 0 1! 0 0
Final Vor. 25 270 5
Signal=UncontrolfRights=Include
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L -~ T - R L - T - R
———————————— D S e el
Volume Module:
Base Vol 25 270 5 5 170 50 65 3 50 8 2 5
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.C0 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 25 270 5 5 170 50 65 3 50 8 2 5
added vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Approved: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0
Initial Fut: 25 270 5 5 170 50 65 3 59 8 2 5
Uzer adi: 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.Q00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.C0 1.00 1.0C 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 25 270 5 5 170 50 65 3 50 8 2 5
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 0 G 0 0 0
Final Vol.: 25 270 5 5 170 50 65 3 50 8 2 5
Critical Gap Module:
Critical Gp: 4.1 xxXXX XXXXX 4.1 xXRX KAXXX 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.1 6.5 6.2
FollowUpTim: 2.2 ¥XXX XXXXX 2.2 XHEXX XAXHX 3.5 4.0 3.3 3.5 4.0 3.3
———————————— P e | |
Capacity Medule:
enflict Vol: 220 xxxx xxxxx 275 xxxx xx¥xxx 531 530 185 554 553 273
Fotent Cap.: 1361 xxxx xxxxx 1300 xxxx xxxxx 462 457 851 446 444 771
Move Cap.: 1361 xaxx xxxxx 1300 xxxx XxXxXxXX 450 447 851 411 434 771
____________ T | S [ R PP P
Level Of Service Medule: . . .
Stopped Del: 7.6 xxxx xxxxx 7.8 XXXX XHXXX XXXXX XKXKX XXKKX XEXKK XXXK XXAXX
108 by Move: A * * A * * * * + * * *
Movement:: LT - LTR - RT LT ~ LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR -~ RT
Shared Cap.: XXXX ¥XXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XxXxxx xxxx 562 xxxxx xxxx 491 xxxxx
Shrd StpDel rxxxxx XXXXK XKXXX XXKXX ¥XXX XXXKK XXXxX 13.1 xXxxxx x=xxxx 12.6 xxxxx
Shared LOS: * * * * * * * B * * B *
ApproachDel: KHAKXX KXAKKX 13.1 12.6
ApproachL0S: * * B B
Traflix 7 5.1115

Copynght {c} 2001 Rowling Assaciates, Inc

Licensed to Mexagon Trans San Jose



COMPARE

Thu Jun 12 17:33:01 2003

Paga 3-9

Cily of Mipitas Traffix Database
Transportalion Divisian
Kennady Drive Resldantial

Level Of Service Computation Repert
2000 HCM Unsignallzed (Future Volume Alternative}
Project AM

Intersecticn #263: Evans Road / Kennedy Drive

Slgnal=Uncentrol/Rights=Include

Final Vol 50 170 5
Lanes: 4)0404' l #obokh
Signal=Stop Signal=Slop
FinalVol: Lanes: Rights=Include Vol Cnt Date: nla Rights=inslude lanes:  Final Val:
} Cycla Time {sec): 3] t
a5 o o 5
—A Loss Time {sac): 12 A
0 0
3 1 —_ Critical V/C: 0,000 - 1l 2
0 —v Avg Crit Del {sacivah): 131 v- 0
51 0 ‘} Avg Delay {(seciveh): 131 {' 0 a
LOS: B
Lanes: o o 1! ¢ 0
Final Vol: 25 270 5
Signal=Unconlraliftights=inelute
Appreach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement: L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
——————————————————————————— e Ll R
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 25 270 5 5 170 50 65 3 51 8 2 5
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 11.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 .00 1.00 1.00 L.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 25 270 5 5 170 50 65 3 51 8 2 5
Addad Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0
Approved: 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Fut: 25 270 5 5 170 50 65 3 51 8 2 5
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 .00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 25 270 5 5 170 50 65 3 51 8 2 5
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Final Vol.: 25 270 5 5 170 50 65 3 51 8 2 5
Critical Gap Module:
Critical Gp: 4.1 xXxxx XXXXX 4,1 XXX XXHXX 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.1 6.5 6.2
FollowUpTim: 2.2 XxXxXx ®XxXxXX 2.2 xxxx xxxxx 3.5 4.0 3.3 3.5 4.0 3.3
———————————— L L .
Capaclty Module:
cnflict Vol: 220 Xxxx XXxxX 275 XXXX XXXXX 531 530 195 555 553 273
Potent Cap.: 1361 xXxxx xxxxx 1300 XXXX XXXXX 462 457 851 446 444 771
Move Cap.: 1361 :xxx xxXxXxX 1300 XxXXX XxXXxX 450 447 851 410 434 771
——————————————————————————— Lt [ B
Level Of Service Module: |
Stopped Del: 7.6 XXX XXXKX 7.8 XXXX XKXXX XXXXX XAXN XXXAK XXAXK XRXK XXKXK
L0OS by Move: A * * A * * * * * * * *
Movemernt: LT - TR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT
Shared Cap.: XXX XXXX XXXXX XXX XXXX XHXXK Xxxx 564 xXxxxx xxxx 490 xxxxx
Shrd StpDel:xXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXK XXXK XXXXX XXxxx 13.1 XXXXX XXAXX 12.6 xXxxAX
Shared LOS: * * * * * * * B * * B *
ApproachDel: KEHEKKK XXUXHX 13.1 12.6
ApproachLOs: * * B B
Trafhx 7.8.1115

Copyright {¢) 2001 Dowling Associates, inc

Licensed 1o Hexagen Trans. San Joss



COMPARE

Thu Jun 12 17:03:22 2003

Page 3-7

City of Milpitas Traffix Dalabase
Transportatlon Divislon
Kennady Drive Residential

Level Of Service Computation Report

2000 HCM Unsignallzed (Future Volume Alternative)

Existing PM

Intersection #263; Evans Road / Kennedy Drive

Signal=Uncontrol/Rights=lnciude

Final Vel 29 189 4
Lanes: 4)0 ‘04 l #Okok’
Signal=Stop Signal=Stop
Final Vol Lanes: Rights=Inciude Val GntDate:  5/29/2003  Rights=Inciude Lanes: Final Vol:
—} Cycla Time {sac): 60 {-
1 0 0 7
0 } Loss Time (sec): 12 I@ o
5 1 __* Critical V/C. £.000 *__‘ H] 1
0 —.;p- Avg Crll Dal {sechveh):  10.7 4;— 0
18 o } Avg Detay (saciveh). 107 { 0 4
Los: B
Lanes 0 0 1 0 2]
Final Vab, 20 148 2
Signal=Uncontrol/Aights=Include
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L -~ T - R L - T - R L -~ T - R
———————————— B ] P | B
volume Module: >> Count Date: 29 May 2003 <<
Base Vol: 20 148 2 4 189 29 11 5 18 4 1 7
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bsa: 20 148 2 4 189 29 11 5 18 4 i 7
2dded Vol: 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0
PasserbyVol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Fut: 20 148 2 4 188% 29 11 5 18 4 1 7
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 20 148 2 4 189 29 11 5 18 4 1 7
Reduct Vol 0 Q 0 a Q 0 a ¢! Q Q O §]
Final vol.: 20 148 2 4 189 29 11 5 18 4 1 7
Critical Gap Module:
Critical Gp: 4.1 xxxx xXXXX 4.] HHXK XXXKX 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.1 8.5 6.2
FollowUpTim: 2.2 XXXX ¥XXXX 2.2 XXXX XXXXX 3.5 4.9 3.3 3.5 4.0 3.3
———————————— R B L LIRS
Capacity Module:
Cnflict Vol: 218 XxXX XKxXX 150 XXXK XKXXX 405 402 204 412 415 149
Potent Cap.: 1364 xxxx xxxxx 1444 xxxx xxxxx 560 540 B42 554 531 903
Move Cap.: 1364 xxxx xxxxx 1444 XRXX XHRXX 548 531 842 531 522 903
——————————————————————————— e | B
Level Of Service Module: .
Stopped Del: 7.0 XXXX XXXXX 7.5 XXX XHAAXK XXXXX XXX XAXKXX XXXXX XXXX XXRAX
LOS by Move: A * * A * * * * ® * * *
Movement: LT -~ LTR - RT LT - LTR ~ RT LT - LTR ~ RT LT -~ LTR - RT
Shared Cap.: XXXX XXXX XXXXXK XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX 668 xxxxux =xxxx 698 xxom
Shrd StpDel :xXxXXX XXX XKKXXH XXXXM XXHK XXXKK ¥xxxx 10.7 xxxxx xxxxx 10.3 xxxxx
Shared LOS: * * * * * * * B * * B +*
Apprecachbel: XXKKAK HKAXKXXK 10.7 10.3
ApproachL0S: * * B B
Trathx 7 511195

Gopyrghl {6} 2007 Dowling Assagiales, Inc.

Licansad to Hexagon Trans San Jose



COMPARE Thu Jun 12 17:03;22 2003

Page 3-8

Gy of Milpitas Traflix Dalabase
Transportation Division

Kenn

ady Drive Residential

tLaval Of Servica Computatlon Report

2000 HCM Unsignailzed (Futura Volume Allernative)

Background PM

Intersaction #263; Evans Road / Kennedy Drive

Signal=Uncontralffighls=Include
Final Vol 40 200 5
Lanes: 4Jlﬂ) ‘G% l $ Ok»
Slgnal=Slop Signal=Stop
Final Vol Lanes. Rights=includa Vol Cnt Date: nfa Rights=Include Lanes: Final Vel.
} Cycle Time (sec) 80 &
20 0 ¢] 10
_A Loss Time (sec): 12 [@
Q o]
10 1 _+ Critical VIC: 4,000 +__ 1! 2
0 —? Avg Crit Del {saciveh): 114 t— a
30 0 } Avg Delay {seciveh): 11.4 { 0 5
LOS: B
Lanes: 0 90 1l ¢ 0
Final Val: 30 160 5
Signal=UncantraliRights=include
Approach: Nerth Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
———————————— e | L | B A Y
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 30 1leo0 5 5 200 40 20 10 30 5 A 10
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0C¢ 1.00 1.00 1.00 00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 30 160 5 5 200 40 20 10 30 § 2 10
Added Veol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Approvad: 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 ) 0 0 0 0
Initial Fut: 30 160G 5 5 200 490 20 10 30 5 2 10
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 00 1.00 1.00 1.00
FHF Veolume: 30 160 5 5 200 40 20 190 30 5 2 10
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢
Final Vol.: 30 160 5 5 200 40 20 16 30 5 2 10
Critical Gap Module:
Critical Gp: 4.1 xxxx XXXXX 4.1 XXHX KXXXX 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.1 6.5 6.2
FollowUpTim: 2.2 XXXX XXXXX 2.2 XNRA KXKKX 3.5 4.0 3.3 3.5 4.0 3.3

Capacity Module:

cnflict Vol: 240 xxxx XXxXX 165 xxxx
Potent Cap.: 1339 xxxx xxxxx 1426 xxux
Move Cap.: 1339 xxxx xxxxx 1426 xxxx

———————————— B e |

Level Of Service Module:

Stopped Del: 7.7 XXXX XXXXX 7.0 XXXX
LOS by Move: -y * * B *
Movement: LT -~ LTR - RT LT - LTR
Shared Cap.: XXX XXX HKAAXK AKX XXKXX
Shrd StpDel :XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXK XXX

KHEXKX KAXXX XXXX
* ® L

- RT LT - LTR -

XXXX¥ ®xxxx 619
XXXXKX xxxxx 11.4

HAXKHL KEAXK XHAK XXXAX

* * * *

RT LT - LTR - RT

KAKKK  XXNx 652 xxxxx
Krxxx xxxxx 10.7 xxxxx

Shared LOS: * * * * * * * B * * B *
ApproachDel: KXKAXX HNKKHK 11.4 10.7

ApproachLOS: * * B B

Tratfx 7.5 1115 Cepyright (c) 2001 Dowling Associates, Inc. Licensad to Hexagon Trans, San Joss



COMPARE

Thu Jun 12 17.03;22 2003

Paga 3-9

Cily of Mipitas Traflix Database
Transporiation Division
Kennady Drive Residential

Leval Of Servica Compulation Report
2000 HGM Unslgnalized (Fulure Voluma Altarnative)

Project PM

Intersection #263: Evans Road / Kennedy Drive

Signal=Uncontrol/Aights=Inciude

Finat Vol 40 200 5
Lanes: *)0 <04 l g»c
Signal=Stop Signal=Stop
Final Vol: Lanes. Rights=Include Vol Cnt Date: nfa Rights=Inctuda Lanas: Final Vol
} Cytle Time {sec) %0 {‘
20 0 0 10
fl Loss Time {sec): 12 L
O _‘ 0
10 il _h" Gritical V/G: 0.000 ‘ 1" 2
0 v Avg Crit Dal {saciveh): 11.5 v- 0
30 0 '} Avg Delay (saciveh): 1.5 ( 0 5
LCS: B
Lanas: 0 0 1l 0 Q
Final Vol: N 160 5
Signal=tncontrol/Rights=Inciude
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
——————————————————————————— el I L
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 31 160 5 5 200 40 20 10 30 5 2 10
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 1.00 1.00 1L1.00
Initial Bse: 31 160 5 5 200 40 20 10 30 5 2 10
added Vol: 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0
Approvead: G 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 a 0 0
Initial Fut: 31 1le0 5 5 200 4.0 20 10 30 8 2 10
User Adj: 1.00 1,00 1.00 21.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 21.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.CC 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 31 1s0 5 5 200 40 20 10 3¢ 5 2 16
Reduct Wol: 0 Q 4] 4] ¢ 4] ¥ 0 ] ¢ o 0
Final vol.: 31 160 5 5 200 40 20 10 30 5 2 10
Critical Gap Medule:
Critical Gp: 4.1 Xx¥X XXXXX 4.1 XXX KKXXX 7.1 6.5 6.2 7.1 6.5 6.2
FollowUpTim: 2.2 XX¥XX KXXXX 2.2 XXXX XXXXX 3.5 4.0 1.3 3.5 4.0 3.3
~~~~~~~~~~~~ P Bt L e
Capacity Module: Il
cnflict Vol: 240 xx®x xxexrX 165 XXXX XEXXX 4cl 457 220 475 475 163
Potent Cap.: 1338 xxxx xxxxx 1426 xxxx XAXKX 515 5023 825 504 492 888
Move Cap.: 1339 xxxx xxxxx 1426 xxxx X0x 497 488 825 468 478 888
———————————— P e | B e | L
Level Of Service Module: . .
Stopped Del: 7.7 XAXX XXXXX 7.5 XXAK XXXRX XXARK XXKX XHXXKXK XXXHX MEXX XKXHXX
LOS by Move: A * ¥ A * * * * * * * *
Movement: LT - LTR - RT LT - LR - RT LT - LTR - RT ur - LTR - RT
Shared Cap.: XXX XXXX XXXXX XHKX XXKX XXXXX Xxxx 618 xxxxx =xxxx 6501 xxxxx
Shrad StpDel ixxxXxX XXKX KXXXK XXXXX XXN¥X XXXXX xxxxx 11.5 xooxxx xaxxx 10.7 xxxxx
Shared LOS: * * * * * * * B * * B *
ApproachDel : XAXKKX HXXXAX 11.5 10.7
ApproachLOS: * * B B
Trafx 751115

Copynght (¢} 2001 Dowling Associates, Inc.

Licensed 1o Hexagon Trans San Jose
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Appendix B

Signal Warrant Sheets

40 South Marke? Street, Suite 600 » San Jose, California 95113
phore 408.971.6100 « fox 408.971.6102 « www. hexirans.com
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Figure 3-8
PEAK HOUR VOLUME WARRANT
(Urban Areas)

N Park Vctorio //{ennga/f

STt

M.

i ] | I | | |
/r— 2 OR MOHE LANES (MAJQR) & 2 QR MORE LANES (MINOR)
£00 ! ! ! | ! )
- -2 OR MORE LANES (MAJOR) & 1 LANE(MINOH}
g S0 CR 1 LANE (MAJOR) & 2 OR MORE LANES (MINOQR)
« 1 |
S 400 \\\N\ .
= - \ l ‘
o
E 00 . N i \\J\
5 " & \l\l\\\ \
= .
3 200 | ~— |
2 100 Y ‘ —
- | I i | ] L/ _ *
. 1 LANE (MAJOR) & 1 LANE {MINOR) 'J/]/ ‘ 1 ) l ‘
o) L i | ! [ ! | |
400 500 600 700 800 S0C 1000 1100 1200 130G 1400 1500 1600 1700 1800

MAJCOR STREET - TOTAL OF BQTH APPRQACHES - VPH

WARRANT 11 - Peak Haur Volume AM P‘ZWH—

SAHS:—!ED YES I No H{

2or

Aooroach Lanes Cne more foy / Q-Q\ Hour
‘ 2alh Acoraeaches - Major S”ee{N.?N‘KViC‘M:Ui t x }L’g3 SL)&ISL{L[ |
1 Highest Approachas - Minar Straet Hevme,d\{l L X | agg 3&5 l335 l

. - . 133 NO Nﬁ ‘
Referto Figure -8 {URBAN ARZAS) or Figure 9-G (RURAL AF?E.&\;[) ta delermine.if this warrant is satsiied

The satisfaction of a warrant is not necessarily justification for a signal, Delay, cangestian, cantusicn ar ather evidence
of the need for nght-of-way assignment must be shown

* NOTE:

150 VPH APPLIES AS THE LOWER THRESHOLD VOLUME FOR A MINQR STREET
APPROACH WITH TWO QR MORE LANES AND 100 YPH APPLIES AS THE LOWER
THRESHOLD VOLUME FOR A MINCR STREET APPROACHING WITH ONE LANE,
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Figure 3-8
PEAK HOUR VOLUME WARRANT
(Urban Areas)
]\/. ﬁaﬂ{{ t/ic%orla» / /{gn/wa/?/'
1’ 1 [ i ¥ 1 : | | _1
2 OR MOHE LANES (MAJOH) & 20R MOHE LANES [MINOR)

“00 /1/' . : o
- 2 OR MORE LANES (MAJOR) & 1 LANE (MINOR)
z <00 \Q\ on 1,LANE (MAJOR) & 2 OR MORE LANES (MINOR)
% o \\NJ\N\ [ |
= 300
3 200 _—
= ®
-g- 100 |x | i i 1 ] ! *

. 1 LANE (MAJOR) & 1 LANE M!NOH) l ‘ '
Q L | | | | ! 1

400 §0Q 800 700 geo

WARRANT 11 - Peak Hour Volume p M PQO“'K

90C 1000 1100 1200 1300 1400 1500 1800 1700 1800

MAJOR STREET - TOTAL CF BOTH APPRQACHES - VPH

SAT!S:-{ED VES o NG !j‘f{

Aooroach Lanes .One :rangie <<f’/ Q:/ V Hour
] 2ath Acoroaches - Maiar StreetN PM‘\( Vd“f'w\” | )& ‘g\a l7 HY \75% |
LHighest Approaches - Mingr Street Ker\neé% U >< \ llg--i \L\ﬂ ‘ [5] |

. _ Ng
Refer ta Figure S-8 {URBAN AREAS) or Figura &. (QURAL AHE}% to determtne |f this warrant is satisiied.

The satisfactian of a warrantis not necassarily justitication for a signal, Oelay,
af the need for right-af-way assignment must be shown,

¥

congestian, cantusion ar ather evidance

NCOTE:

150 VPH APPLIES AS THE LOWER THRESHOLD VOLUME FOR A MINOR STREET
APPROACH WITH TWQ OR MORE LANES AND 100 VPH APPLIES AS THE LOWER
THRESHOLD VOCULUME FOR A MINCH STREET APPROACHING WITH ONE LANE,
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Appendix C

Traffic Counts

40 South Market Street, Suite 800 « San Jose, Colifornia 25113
phone 408.971.6100 « fox 408.971.6102 » www.hextrans.com



Project

Date Time - weather

Name

Intersection name

Start

Time
7:00
7:15
7:30
7:45
8:00
8:15
8:30
8:45
9:00

Totals
8:00
8:15
8:30
8:45
9.00

Peak

MILPITAS
5/27/03 - CLEAR

AM Peak Hour Volumes

10
13
13

13

HALEY / SUNDBERG
PARK VICTORIA / KENNEDY
North East South West
Right Thru left Right Thru Left Right Thru Left Right Thiu Left
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 24 7 17 0 21 13 17 3 12 0
1 52 33 43 0 54 22 47 4 29 1
3 a8 59 73 0 8t 42 80 5 44 6
4 160 112 118 8 13¢9 71 101 5 57 25
6 191 121 142 13 171 89 131 10 74 28
o 219 127 156 15 196 97 152 12 82 30
9 284 132 173 16 219 101 169 16 88 33
13 275 144 186 17 249 106 199 20 101 33
4 180 112 1186 8 139 71 101 5 57 25
5 167 114 125 13 150 76 114 7 62 28
8 167 94 113 15 142 75 105 8 53 29
6 156 73 100 16 138 59 89 11 44 27
9 115 32 70 9 110 35 98 15 44 8
5 167 114 125 13 180 76 114 7 62 28
5 167 14
13 J T @125
28 ::) North <_':|13

62

Yo et

76

7

114

150

808
874
822
728
553

874



Project MILPITAS
Daie Time - weather 5/27/03 - CLEAR

Name SUNDBERG / HALEY

Intersection name PARK VICTORIA / KENNEDY

Start North East South

Time Right Thru Left Right Thru Left Right Thru Left
400 0 0 0 4] 0 0 0 0 0
415 3 37 11 11 4 21 22 41 7
430 6 79 23 19 4 26 47 80 20
445 7 118 40 36 7 43 77 135 34
500 8 153 53 41 11 83 112 184 49
515 9 203 70 50 15 82 138 234 63
530 11 252 82 62 17 103 187 285 70
545 15 280 95 75 19 126 187 348 87
600 15 322 111 85 22 147 221 386 96

Totals
400 g 153 53 41 11 63 112 184 49
415 6 166 59 38 11 61 116 193 56
430 5 173 59 43 13 77 120 205 50
445 8 171 55 38 12 83 110 213 53
500 7 169 58 44 11 84 109 202 47

Peak 5§ 173 59 43 13 77 120 205 50
PM Peak Hour VVolumes
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Project MILPITAS
Dale Time - weather 5/28/03 - CLEAR

Name SPARGUR / SUNDBERG
intersection name FANYON / KENNEDY
Start North East South West
Time Right Thru Left Right Thru Left Right Thru Left Right Thru
7:00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7158 0 ] 0 0 35 2 3 D 5 9 10
7.30 0 0 o 0 73 5] 6 0] 14 27 26
745 0 Iy, 0 0 107 9 9 o 40 62 58
8:00 1 0 1 2 159 13 28 0 71 109 101
815 1 0 1 2 198 186 39 0 99 116 113
8:30 1 0 1 2 214 16 40 0 111 120 123
8:45 2 0 1 3 244 17 40 0 117 122 136
9:00 2 0 1 3 262 18 40 0 121 1268 148
Totals
8:00 1 0 1 2 159 13 28 0 71109 101
8:.15 1 0 1 2 184 14 36 0 g4 107 103
8:30 1 0 1 2 141 10 34 0 a7 93 97
8:45 2 0 1 3 134 3 31 0 77 80 78
9:00 1 0 0 1 103 5 12 0 50 17 47
Peak 1 0 1 2 164 14 36 0 94 107 103

AM Peak Hour Volumes
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Project

Date Time - weather

Name

Intersection name

Start

Time
400
415
430
445
500
515
530
545
600

Totals
400
415
430
445
500

Peak

Right Thru

MILPITAS
5/28/03 - CLEAR

- SUNDBERG / HALEY

FANYON / KENNEDY
Narth East South West

Left Right Thru Left Right Thru Left Right Thru

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 15 0 3 0 2 8 19
0] 0 o 0 33 4 7 0 6 14 49
0 0 0 0 48 5 14 0 7 19 59
0 0 0 0 62 6 17 0 8 24 79
0 0 0 0 86 9 23 0 11 30 108
9 0 D 0 113 11 26 0 1 32 138
0 0 0 0 138 12 29 0 12 37 165
0 Q 0 0 158 13 34 0 14 42 194
0 0 o 0 62 8 17 0] 8 24 79
0 0 & 0 71 9 20 0 8 22 89
0 0 0 0 80 7 19 0 5 18 89
0 0 0 0 i) 7 15 b 5 18 108
0 0 0 0 96 7 17 0 6 18 115
0 0 0 0 96 7 17 0 6 18 115

PM Peak Hour Volumes
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Project

Date Time - weather

Name

Intersection name

Start

Time
7:00
7:15
7:30
7:45
8:00
8:15
8:30
8:45
9:00

Totals
8:00
8:15
8:30
8.45
9:00

Peak

MILPITAS
5/20/03 - CLEAR

AM Peak Hour Volumes
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T

North
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13

263

SUNDBERG / SPARGUR
EVANS /f KENNEDY
North East South
Right Thru Left Right Thru Left Right Thru Left Right Thru
0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 12 1 ) 3 0 1 24 4 3
1 32 1 0 3 0 1 77 4 9
8 76 2 0 3 1 2 182 7 17
26 121 5 0 3 3 2 222 12 28
34 170 6 1 4 6 4 279 16 34
38 188 6 2 4 6 5 340 17 38
41 208 6 3 5 8 5 382 17 39
51 226 7 3 5 9 6 416 19 39
26 121 5 0 3 3 2 222 12 28
33 158 5 1 1 6 3 255 12 31
37 157 5 2 1 6 4 263 13 27
33 130 4 3 2 7 3 230 10 22
25 105 2 3 2 6 4 194 7 11
37 1567 8 2 1 6 4 263 13 27

West

B S N A L™ = I o T e )

O = s

| eft

25
38
50
53
64
69

38
44
44
39
31

44

461
550
560
484
390

560



Project

Date Time - weather

Name

Intersection name

Start

Time
400
415
430
445
500
515
530
545
6800

Totals
400
415
430
445
500

Peak

PM Peak Hour Volumes
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MILPITAS
5/29/03 - CLEAR
SUNDBERG / SPARGUR
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T

North

148

<::|1

EVANS / KENNEDY
North East South
Right Thru Left Right Thru Left Right Thru Left Right Thru

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

7 33 1 5 1 0 0 38 2 1
11 60 1 7 1 0 0 62 5 3
15 o4 2 9 1 1 1 88 5 4
23 132 2 10 1 1 1 128 14 6
27 185 2 10 1 2 3 164 21 13
33 239 4 11 2 3 3 206 23 14
41 274 5 14 2 5 3 235 29 20
52 321 5] 17 2 5 3 276 34 24
23 132 2 10 4 1 1 128 14 5]
20 152 1 5 4] 2 3 128 19 12
22 179 3 4 1 3 3 144 18 11
26 180 3 5 1 4 2 147 24 16
29 189 4 7 1 4 2 148 20 18
29 189 4 7 1 4 2 148 20 18
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City Or MiLpITAS

455 East CaLavERAS BouLEvARD, MiLpitas, CALIFORNIA 95035-5479 * www.cl.milpitas.ca.gov

Certificate of Fee Exemption

Department of Fish and Game de Minimis Impact Finding

To: County of Santa Clara From: City of Milpitas
Office of the County Clerk Planning Division
191 North First Street 455 E. Calaveras Boulevard
San Jose, CA 95113 Milpitas, CA 95035
Project Title: Vesting Major Tentative Map (P-MAZ2003-2 & P-EA2003-8) for a 19-lot

single-family residential subdivision.
Project Location: 1405 Kennedy Drive, Milpitas, CA (APN 029-41-024)

Project Description: The proposal is to subdivide a 3.6-acre site into 19 single-family
residential lots. The site is currently developed as a church, and the project
includes demolition of the existing church building, parking lot and
landscaping. This fand subdivision will accommodate the development of
19 single-family detached homes.

Project Proponent: The Riding Group, Attn: Kendall Riding or Tom Quaglia, 99 Almaden
Blvd., Ste. 720, San Jose, CA 95113

Findings of Exemption:

1. An initial study has been conducted by the City of Milpitas, which has evaluated the
potential for this project to cause an adverse effect -- either individually or cumulatively -
- on wildlife resources as defined by Section 711.2 of the Fish and Game Code.

2. When considering the record as a whole, there is no evidence before the lead agency that
the proposed project will have potential for an adverse effect on wildlife resources or the
habitat upon which the wildlife depends.

Certification:

I hereby certify that the City of Milpitas, as lead agency, has made the above findings of fact and
that based upon the initial study and hearing record the project will not individually or
cumulatively have an adverse effect on wildlife resources, as defined in Section 711.2 of the Fish

and Game Cede.
4 .
r/&;“,é/lo W

Planning Manager 4

7//5/03

Datc

General Information: 4085863000



Department of Planning, Recreation & Neighborhood
Services

July 15, 2003

Kendall Riding

The Riding Group

One Almaden Blvd., Ste. 705
San Josc, CA 95113

Subject: Acceptance of Mitigation Measures for Kennedy Drive 19-lot
Residential Subdivision, Milpitas

Dear Ms. Riding;

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), an Initial Study
has been prepared regarding your application. The City's Planning Division has
determined that with mitigation measures, no significant environmental impacts would
result from implementation of your proposed project. Section 15070(b) of the State
CEQA Guidelines provides for the preparation of a Negative Declaration if the applicant
agrees (o the mitigation measures listed in the Initial Study.

Pleasc review the attached staff-recommended mitigation measures, If you have any
questions call me at (408) 586-3273. If you agree with the following mitigation measures,
pleasc sign this letter and return the original to me by 5:00 pm, July 22, 2003,

¢

MITIGATION MEASURES INCLUDED IN THE PROJECT TO REDUCE
POTENTIALLY SIGNIFECANT EFFECTS TO A LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT LEVEL:

Mitigation Measure regarding air quality during construction

During all construction activities on-site, the project applicant/developer shall adhere to
the following Best Management Practices as suggested by BAAQMD:

1. Watering all active construction areas twice daily and more often during windy
periods. Active areas adjacent to existing land uses shall be kept damp at all
rimes, or shall be treated with non-toxic stabilizers or dust palliatives.;

2. Cover all trucks hauling soil, sand and other loose materials or reguire all trucks
1o maintain at least a 2 feet freeboard level within their truck beds;
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3. Pave, apply water three times daily, or apply (non-toxic) soil stabilizers on all
unpaved access roads, parking areas and staging areas at construction sites.

4. Sweep daily (with water sweepers) all paved access roads, parking areas and
staging areas at construction sites;

5. Sweep streets daily with water sweeper if visible soil material is carried onto
adjacent public streets;

6. Hydroseed or apply (non-toxic) soil stabilizers to inactive construction areas
(previously graded areas inactive for 10 days or more);

7. Enclose, cover, water twice daily or apply non-toxic soil binders to exposed
stockpiles (dirt, sand, etc.);

8. Limit traffic speeds on unpaved areas to 15 mph;

Install sandbags or other erosion control measures to prevent silt runoff to public
roadways;

10. Plant vegetation in disturbed areas as quickly as possible;

11. Suspend excavation and grading (all earthmoving or other dust-producing
activities) or equipment during periods of high winds when watering cannot
eliminate visible dust plumes.

Mitigation Measure regarding geologic hazards

1. Prior to building permit issuance, the applicant shall submit to the City’s Building
Division a design-level geotechnical investigation for the project, to address the
potential geologic hazards identified in the Initial Study on the site. Potential
impacts resulting from liguefaction-induced sertlements and lateral spreading
shall be mitigated by following the recommendations of the design-level
geotechnical investigation. Structures and foundations shall be designed based
upon the results of a detailed analysis of liquefaction potential on the building site.
The project building and structures shall be designed and constructed in
conformance with the requirements of the Uniform Building Code guidelines for
Seismic Zone 4 to avoid or minimize potential damage from seismic shaking on the
site.

Mitigation Measures regarding urban runoff

1. Rainwater gutters/downspouts shall be directed to landscaped areas.
2. Front yard landscaping shall be installed prior to final building
inspection/occupancy.
Mitigation Measure regarding noise

1. Project grading and construction activities shall not occur outside the hours of
7:00 AM 1o 7:00 PM on weekdays and weekends, and shall not occur on the
following holidays: New Year’s Day, Memorial Day, Independence Day, Labor
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Day, Thanksgiving Day and Christmas Day, as per the City of Milpitas Noise
Ordinance.

b, £0] e 7/16 /o3

Apﬁiicant Date
% .
Annelise Judd

Assistant Planner





